snNwt I? 

FUBLI5HED BY AVTHOlUTY 
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rfr wr Tw ^ wnft fttt# hs BY 

TWI WT 

Sepiirate Paging it given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a 

separate compilation 

i^TPr H—fpnt 3—(M) 

PART II-—Section 3—Sub-Scclion (li) 

RTOT «ntw ^ »f5rwrrff 'rfhrtn:) fitr wtft fiin? KVt tufttfwifii 

Statotory Orders and Notiflcatlons issued by ] the Ministries «f the Gnverninent ef India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) 


Ihrfiry PrpT trtr >rwnft «iif 

(rqrfiw 

nt 8 ’TiTsrfr, 1995 

^.W. 119 6—PPTP, 1 P56 % 6 di 

;R?rtnr Jr wr' srrfyjFr^t ffrtr ^rrrft ^ 

% ^ 3TTrsr6Frr^ 

^ 4 ^ srrtTP w ^ 

it f?rn; PmT I ^?r f^r^Tr (Tr^rf^rr^r) it 
Hprff % ^ fi-' r^pFT TX MV ifV 
w jtrr^iT ^ % rr^^fr % M ^ ^fPrr 

'TPT ^ > 

[p, 5( 23)/9S-?m1M] 

fr ?fV sf^niTT^ rpjPT srrfMrtV 


MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE ANO COMPANY 
AFFAIRS 

(Department of Legal Allaln) 

(Judicial Section) 

NOTICES 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1995 

S.O. 1196.—^Notice ii hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the taid Rules, by Shri Moti Lai Sharma, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Alwar Dlstt. 
(Rajasthan). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said pnson 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. J(23)/95-JudJ.J| 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 


M oi/vj—1 


(’667) 


1668 


TI-TE G/'iZETTE OF INDIA: NIAV 6. 19y5/VAISAKIIA 16, 1917 [Part II—Sec. ?(ij»] 


l: 199 5 

^T.511.1197.—1956 % ftTTO 6 

% ii ii^Tir laftrwfi' srt ^|w 

I HflrrH, irirfiT%3 -V HlftWRl ^FT ^'T 

fTW k< f^Wfl 4 % ^ % fvW. 

ftiTT I f^r (t'sTR) it ®ipsrmiT % 

fiFT »T fFRlffrl 'TT f^tfr ift '911 

% smirm' % <1^ fiFT % 'fftin: w 

% ijt TFT ^r :sriT I 

[t. 5( 24)/95-5’nfT?F] 

■fl. . Ti^, irerTsrrfEi’Frfl 

New Delin', the Slh February, 1993 

S.O. 1197.—^Noiice is hereby given by the Competent Autho- 
rily in junsuenco of Rule 6 of the No.tarles Rules, 19315 
ihiit application has been mnde to the said AuthoriA, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Dharnm Paul, Advocate 
Cor .'i.npt'inlnier:! .,s a Notary to pracfi.se iu Nawanshahnr, 
(Punjab.) 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publicniion of this notice. 

jNo. F. 5(24)/95-Jiidl.l 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

Tf fTwft, 8 TiT^rft, 1995 

TT.?!!. 1198.—ffm, 1956 % 6 

% STATT'T it ’T51T TlfSTiTTt aTm tfl ^riefr 

^ 'ifr ?1TT?T ^ Tllwf 1 

T)t 13TT fTTTT % 4 % ^TEftT P.- 41 ' 5nilrT W 

TTiT '% fTP f^TT t ?it (T?TTT^) if 

simiFf ^ fTT Tteft % fTT ir ^f«RT ((T 

fTFft »ff SRTfJ: TT 'TT^T ^fT g''TRT % RT'm?! % 

=cfKT frr % ^ 'ir i(^ q-pR R^rr ^mr t 

[t. 5( 25)/95“^fiFF] 
qt. iff. ireTT ur Tt mtl 

New Delhi, the Rth Febiuarv, 1995 

S.O. 1198.—Notice i.s hereby given by the Competent 
Authoriiv in pnisiiicce of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application lic.s been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the taid Rules, by Shri Hasmukh Vrajlal Mehia, 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Greater 
Pombay (Mf-horashlra). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F. 5(2J)/95-Judl.l 
P. C, KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

Ff 9 TiTTff, 1995 

tt.itt. 1199 .—Pttt, i95g % Pm e 
% m?irN ir fsft TiPiTiiff grm ^[mr snffV 
I Pit fiTR srf, ^ 

^ iSTcT Pm %■ PttR 4 ^ 5rEfPT iTTm 
TFf % Ptf f^TT ^ Pf :3ir (^Ttimf) irmTTTT 


jfrrd % ^ if PrTpfT tt Pit^ nft 
TTHT qrr ?fTWT % TqJFr’T % 'tIt? fTT 

% ^rfcTC PrPsF'.T TFT ^ if^: TTT ^ I 

[^. 5( 26)/95-TirrFTTij 
fr. ^. TT^ipj;. tEr«TT Tiftr^rd 

New Delhi, the 9th February, 1995 

S.O. 1199,—Notice is hereby given the Competent AuBro- 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Mohlnder Singh Sra, Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment a^ a Notary to practise in Kuruk- 
shetra (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
03 a Notary may be submitted fn wilting to the nndeislgned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(26)/95-Judl.] 

P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authorily. 

Tt PfT^P, 9 TTTTft, 19 9 5 

TTT.m, 1200.—TTrFfqf pTiTT, 1956 % Pm 6 
% 5rT?rFT Jr rT«iTRTTft'-FrFt jirt tV ariftl 

t Pf >81 TphTTRid Pf^^vT %«Tf, T tJTT 

TTpRrrPr TT i3TfT Pm % Pm 4 Jf 5DfV?r ftt 
ifHTH ?Fr TO % PfT fcn t fr ^ ^ TOif 
^ ®TTOT % pTtj; Rteft % ^ if 
Pr^PrfT tt: Pf^Y vft t*fh: tt ?n^ ^ % 

PJT % ^mPrfTO W ^ ^ TFT 

^qrr TO I 

[r. 5( 2 7)/9 5-TTTfTTT] 

Tt,€r, ttto;» TifEpFr^t 

New Delhi, the 9th February, 1995 

S.O, 1200.—Notice is hcieby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rily in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rides, by Shri Raslunikant Viveklal Desal, 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Greater 
Bombay (Mnhajnshtra). 

2. Any objection to Ihe appointment of the said person 
:is a Notary may be submitted in wri'ing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F, 5(27)/95-JudI.] 
P. C, KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

IGTiTTTfV, 199 5 

qTT.wr. i20i.^-^.te^ Pm, 1956 % Pm 6 
% 5FXFm Jr iTWfr snPrTdfr ffnr t? ift ^ 
I Pf nV m »TTTO tfm, ^ 1TO TrrtFFTfr 

qfr PtTT % PlFT 4 % ^TEfTT WWT ^ 
TO % P?TT t Pt' TFftTcff^ (^fcTTOrr) 
Y mro % Pt'T YtefT % ^ Y Pf^t ^x 
pRfr YtTOT TT 5TTE^T % JPFTSR YfT? 

fTTT iF YkTT fYfTO ^ Y YY qrr Ytt to • 

[Y. 5( 28)/9 5-TTTpTTi] 

'Y.Yr. Traan^j^rsfFTsnfYriTfr 



loos' 


STTOTwTTirw 3, 1 eB5/?ifrrv is, iqi? 


[nr>rH~VT s{it)i 


New Delhi, the 16th Febiuary, 1S95 

S.O. 120-1.—Notiie is hereby given by the Competent Autho- 
nly in pursiiiinee of Rule 6 of tire Notaries Rules, 1P56 
that application has been maclo to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the faid Ruk-s. Ly Shri Jai Bhagwan God, Advo¬ 
cate tor appointment as a Notujy to practise in Distt, Pnnip-tt 
(llcryana). 

2, Any objection to the appoii tment oi the said pereon 
as a Notary may be submitted in writ ng to the under-slgiicd 
within fourteen days of the puhlicatior of thi.s notice. 

(No, F. 5(2K)/95-fudl.] 

P, C. KANNAN, Comoctent Authority 

^ 1 6 'TT’-^rfy, 199 5 

^.?rT. 1202.--Rt^^t^ fm, 1 956 % 

6 % if sKr tii gw iff wY 

I f«f7 «ff ^vfffFq- tf'^, ^ 

»Ff ^ ffi’W % f'PTR 4 % ireftf STTW>5i?T w 

w % fiftrr ^ f^irr (jrlrtmiT) 

^ wTWtf % f?rg jfrsf,' % T?: 

«fV iniR tFT tisn'w'T w g;^Tr % ^npriinT % 

Hh? r?iT % <ff^ ftrfeff ^ JT ii^ 7^ ^Ttr I 

[g. 5(29)/95-itni^ra:3 
'ff.gr. qriror?,-, ?«tit sirfiTiTKY 

New Delhi, the 16th February, 1995 

S,0. 1202.—Notice is hereby giv, u by the Competent Autlio- 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of tne Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made )r tiie said Aii.i'.i l ily. under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri luij Nath Guiita, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary tc practise in Guhla, Distt. 
Kaithal (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appoiulmeut o: the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing lo tha undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(29)/95-Judl.| 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

f^vFfr, 16 199 5 

'fT.m, 1 20 3.—rffJTfsr {iprpfr, 195 6 % frnerr 

6 % g ^mTHrrfwrff s'rt jfg g^iff ^n^f 

I fr t>fi 4 srrfir^iTff 

^®Pf ftFTC % frfTR 4 ’% ITJ^T 
^fcT ti T%g fiTirT I f^T ^ rifr': 
if siTwra- % fvig g’lT^f % ^ if ftFTf^ qR 
fspgf «FT % S’FT'n.f % 

fim- ?fffr2: %feff wf ^ i.i: qw w i 

'g. 5( 30)/95-iTTflRl] 

■ff . gr. feeei T, STfsiqfrCf 

New' Delhi, the Ibth Fcbruai-y, 1995 

S.O. 1203.—Notice i.s licrehy givn by the Conipolenl Autho- 
lity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Nokries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made ft the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Siri Syed Mrsood Ahmed. 
Advocate for appointment as a Nolary to practise in Banga¬ 
lore. Cantonment (Kamataka). 

2. Any objection to the appoi itment of the said person 
ns a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publl;ation of fliis notice. 

[No. F. 5(30)/95-Judl.] 
P, C, K,\NNAN, Competent Authority 


fegi’, 16 qn:^, 1995 

^. 1:T .120 d.—gCRCd fg-tTn, 10 5 6 g fT4TT 

6 % '^iTfirrur if ^151 rf 2,'f!Sb'g‘'tl STG tyg 

iqicff I fq? gtirfa- ggfdr ^0^71, gtjsifNR h Rqfr 

aifiFFtfr qff ^ trfqrr 4 g sfaFr gqt 

JlTff *5 fg^TT I fg "j-r gK^FFTT 
(TttqRTRr) if tnr^TEf qRff % firg ffrefr % ¥q if 
fjTjfer qq; vffirqiTq; qrr irrs^q g^r-rr ^ qqim 
^ % qffgq; fgfeg gg g ift qrg ^ 

<JTTg I 

[g. 5(3i)/9s-5gTlgqi] 

. gf .gogg, geag grfggirCf 

New Delhi, the 161h February, 1995 

S.D. 1204.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that appl'cafioQ has been made to Inc .'..aid Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Smt. Sunita Pliutclti, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to pruetis'.; in Srigangnnagar 
(Rajasthan), 

2 . Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F, 5(31)/95-irudl.] 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

gf igvt-ff, 2 2 qigggf, 19 a ,5 
qiT.gT,i 205 .—qffrfVg Igw, 1 956 % fggg 
6 % gggqg g ghig g[fg=fT’''r 5KT gg gggr ^ 
gicTf g % -g'ff.OTr gggirc Tf ggg jnft-tmgf 
aff gqg fggg % fggg 4 % ggtg gg gr^gg ?g 
grg % fgg fFtr ? gg#gg (ffggrgr) g egggrg 
qrrg % fgg gfg^ % gq if qgf^qflr gqgq; 
q:r gr-gq gggg-gr % ggriipfr % gfgg (eft % gtgr 
f^dg gq ^ gg qw ^rgr itmi; 1 

[g, 5( 33)/95-5gTfgqi] 

qr.g'i .qiigg, gwg grfirqiqff 

Nev; Delhi, the 22nd Fcbiuaiy, 1995 

S.O. 1205.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho- 
iiiy in pursuance of Rule 5 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that applicatior has been ni.fdc to the sfdd Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Shrikrishaji, Advocate for 
appointment ns a Noiary to practise in Kaithal (Harvan.A. 

2. Aliy objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary m.ay be r.ubmittcd in v.-riting to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5f33)/95-Judl.) 
P. C. KANN.^N, Competent Authority 

gi fg^r, 22 q,wi?r, 1995 

qg.3n.i2 06 .—‘qRRR fgqg, it) 5 6 % ffrqg g 
% BTggrg- g gqtTTOTftR.'ijt st-’t g^ fqgr tfr ^rgfV 
t 341 gg m gg-R, RtgigR g gqg qfV 

ggg fggg ^ fgqg" -i ^ gqr giq^g ^ gig 

% fog t fg Tjg tVtt figgigg gifg^ggig 
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(^m: JI^) it WTWFT ^ % TFT if 

f^nj^TT tt: vftTr^-R «?:t 

% fefT ^ vfpTT Mrs-iT Tt ^TT W ^ 

'snri I 

[Tf. 5( 34)/9 5-:TTTf«rT!'] 
'T''r.g't. FjrrjciH, TTt,TTr STfa^TXt 

Now Delhi, Ihe 22Ad February, 1993 

S.O. 1206,—Notice is hereby giion h;' fbe Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that application has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by Shri 
Dev Raj Batura, Advocate for appointment as a Notary 
to practise in Distt. Courts Ghaziubad (U.P.). 

2, Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may he submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F. 5(34)|'55-Judl.] 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

trt fcFF, 22 199,5 

TFd.an. 1207-—fTT^rtf, 1956 % iFtTR 6 

% aFTTTFtr tf ¥1^ srifTFFi^r g;^T ?! sn^fr 

^ 'ift tT^'T%3 if ^ RTftT'PT^t 

¥Ft tjsfff fpRTT % fwi 4 % anfFT tr^ ^ 

TO % f¥flT kqr I f«f.- tjff ^tTTJTTvnT f^TTTT: 

(^fWJTT) t STWTTT sPTTT % Tftsft #r it 

tR: 'fftSFR-r !FT STTOT 

% =5fr^ % 'TftrFC fFf<3?T ^ ^ TTTT 

'SfRl I 

[*r. 5( 35)/95-FTTi^] 

'U' .¥fl. «rw3r;T, mff iiTfsrtpTtt 

New Delhi, the 22nd Febiuury, 1995 

S.O. 1207-—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of ttje Notaries Rules, 
1956 that application has been made to the .said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by Shri 
Ravinder Asgarwal, Advocate for appointment as a Notary 
to practise In Distt. Courts Hissar (Haryanal. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of tlio said penon 
as a Notary may be submitted In writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the ouhlicalion of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(35)/95-Judl,] 
1*. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

TTf 23 'FTtrft, 1995 

*KT. SIT. 120 8.—TOfRT fTOT, 195 6 ^ fTOT 
6 ip BT^RTW it TTSFCr STrftJtFTfl IRT IT? gW tfl FTrfl 
^ fRTT TO*r, ^ TTTftr- 

iTO fror % f^TTtr 4 % aTEfrT q;4t arr^ 
1[¥T Hitt ^ f%tl fen ^ fe IJIT^^TT 
t^RT feFT TTS^fe TFSWFft if TOTO ^17% 

% fell ir'feft % TFT Tf fe^fer qr fe^fr sppK tpr 
sn^ ^TTgror % wtsft ^ fed’ % 'Tftdr fefe?r 

teq ?r qTTT ^UfT tSTTiT I 

[tT. 5(36)/9 5-TTTTfeF] 

'fr, ¥fl. drnuTd-, TTSrq qTfem’O 


New Delhi, the 23rd February. 199' 

S.O, 1208.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that application has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri 
Ashofc Kumar Yadav, Advocate for appointment as a Nolaiy 
to practise in Shnhdara Courts at Karkarduma i.e. NCT 
of Delhi. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as Notary may be submitted in writing to the urdersigiicd 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(36)|95-Judl.J 
P. C. KANNjkN, Competent Authrity 

qf fefet, 2 3 qi<4 0, 1995 

'FT.an. 1209-—q'Frffe ferq, 1956 % feqir 6 
aFjTRur it TITO urfijqTrd ittt !t?^[tot ifl ^ffr 
t fe # TUT ifittt: ^ jnrfsriKtfr 

fepT % few 4 ^ arrfrq rp? an^fer ^ 
TO % fell feiTT I fe W rferr Tir^ TraTUTTft 
few^t it ITORFT qrfe % ferr dfefl % tttq- 
fe^fer qr fqfet vfr fit sttw^tt % nTFrarr 
fer % iffeT fnfTO ^q ^ iit qw ^ 

antt I 

[n. 5( 37)/95Wlfq4.] 

q'V.if!. TTanr qrftj^nrd 

New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1995 
S.O. 1209.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that applic.a'iion has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by sfe 
Ram Kumar Khatri. Advocate for appointment os a Notary 
to practise in Narela i,e, NCT of Etelhl. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the nublication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(37),95-Tiidl.J 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority 

TT^ fefet, 23qvT:q^, 1995 

qrr.sTT. 12 10.—qfefeir few, 195 g ^ fqw ts 
^ BTjTFniT if TT^TT qrfaqTft TOT TT?:gvRT ift FRft 
t fe ‘tfr ^Tffe ^rnr nr^, nwlfe: ^ qrfemi 
qit TFT % PfW 4 % irqf 3TT^W 
919 % fei^ feqr !■ fe "jir few wmwT, qmrr, 
few wrfr 24 , TT:qTTT( ^qTn) r towt t 

ferr qfeft % I^cq if q< fefet ^ STWr w w^q 

W ^WTT ip STWWT ip "dfe? ffe % ¥jfeT fef'JfT W 
ir ife qw 'Sw WTTI 

[n. 5(38)/95-tTTf!Tqi] 
q^’, . qrwTT, rwt mfewfr 

New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1995 

b-O. 1210.—Notice is hereby given by the Com^tent 
.'kuthorily in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that application has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by Shri 
Shushil Kumar Saha. Advocate for apptuntmont a.i a Notary 
to practise in Ehstt. Judge’s Court, Barasat, Distt, North 
24, Pargana (West Bengal). 
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2. Any objection to the - appointment of the said ponon 
as a Noiaiy may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
ifrillilii fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(38)|95-JudU 
P. C. K ANN AN, Contpetent Authoriiv 

2:J 199 5 

^T,3TT. 1211-—Iwr, 1956 % fWI 
6 % afFTf'f.tn- ii ^ 'srnfV 

I «fr ftTP; % iFRr infij^FTfr 

^ d^td % ffiMd 4 % 3nfl^ 1^^ ^ W 

^ % fNbT foiT ft fft? (ffcrrrr) t 

dliO fti ^FT 'tt fTitfl 

^ twn: ^ 3fTW9' W ^I^FTT % JWT5R fti =^'Tsr? ^ 

% vfldx ^ ^ ilft: qr^ ^ iintr i 

[#. 5( 40)/95—dlfti^i] 

tfr. ^, ^rsrtr aTf^rarfr 

Now Delhi, the 23rd February, 1995 

S.O. 1211.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that application has been made to the said Authority, 
fcnder Rule 4 of the snid Rules, by Shri 
Maliesh Kumar Mangal, Advocate for appointment as a 
8Jotary ,;o practise in Pundrl in and at Kaithal (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
a* a Notarv may be submitted In writing to tlje undersigned 
Within fourteen days of the publication of this notice 

(No. F. 5(40;195-Tudl.I 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authoriiv 

fff 24'R*r^, 1995 

'PT.3TT. 1212.—ffm, 1956 % fftlTR 6 

%• smR^'ir it ReTR sriftiRiTCT I'm ^ ^t 

^ f«fi >sft TOTfjRT, ft RW STlfEPFlft- 

Tt RW fftRR % fftRR 4 % REftR ^ STlft^ IR 
RTR % fen I fe Rft few (qwR) 

it «TWnR qnift % fw; fttrft % Rtq it rt 

feRt Tft sm^ tFT wwR ?R gwrr ftr rwrr % =^1^^ 

fer % fef’SR FT R ife TTR W WR i 

[R. 5( 4l)/95-?dlfw] 

tp^R, RSIR RTfsrwft 

New Delhi, the 24th February, 1995 

S.O. 1212.—NoFce is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules. 
1956 that application has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by Shri 
'Vishnu Dass Katnria, ,\dvocate for appointment as a Notary 
to practise in Ferozpitr Dis't. (Punjab). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
MS a Notary may b* submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F, 5(41)l95-Jodl.I 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authoritj-. 

Rf 2 4qmr^, 1995 
1213.—ferR, 1956 fti fePR 6 
% RRRTor ft Raw infftjpRt sm «(wtt ftt 
fe aft feftR- 3T^ sferft ft RRR snfft- 

' *lft few. %. fftw 4 % arftVR trqi affef 


W RIR ^ ^ fe Rft RTSP^ WRf RT 

RWft (' R ^ft *iml ^ fftR fttarft ftr ft 
Rc ftr RWT qir rwr iw ijRRr % rriwr 
ft R'feR fer ft ftftrr fefftR rr ft ftft rir ftRi wr i 

[r. 5(42)/9 5-WlfRRi] 

tft.ftt, qinw];, RaffR RTftrqirft 

New Delhi, the 24th Februaiy, 1995 

S.O. 1213.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 Of the Notariea Rules, 
1956 that appUcaitlon has been made to tlie said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri 
Firoz Ahmixl Ansari, Advocate for appointment as a Notary 
to practise in Sankli Street, Byculla Bombay (Maharashtra). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the .sild person 
as a Notary may be submitited in writing to th© undersigned 
within fourteen davs of the pubh'cutiMi of this notice, 

[No. F, 5(42)|95-JuJJ.) 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

Rffe=ft>, 24 RFiRft, 1995 

TT. 3TT. 1214-—ftteflRT felR, 1 9 5 6 ft fftRR 6 ft 
SFjWTiT ft RWTRTlftwft ftm R? ft Wft | 
fe aft ?pftlT ^R, ifRftftR ft RftT RTiSTRTft ftt RRR 
few ft few 4 ft arftR Rrftw ^'R RTd ft fftq; 
ferr I fe RftRWWnfe 24RTRRT (RffeR rrir) 

irsqswrR RTft ft fev ftfeft ft ^ ftfe^RT RT fftftt 
‘ft RRRT RR WeffR W gjftTT ft RRRRR ft fftR 
ft ftRT fftftlR ^ ft RTR RW Wft I 

[ft. 5(43)/95~7RTfRRr] 
ft, ftV. RTWii;, R«TR Rlfftwft 

Now Delhi, the 24th February, 1995 

S.O. 1214.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuajicc of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules 
1956 that applicaiiion has iTceo made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the sold Rules, by Shri 
Shakir Hussain, Advocate for appointment ns a Notary tc 
practise in Calcutta & 24 Pargana (Wc.st Eengal). 

2, Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Nota-y may be submitted in writing to the imdersignec 
w'ithin fourfebn days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F, 5(43)195-Judl. 

P, C. KANN.4N, Competent AuthorH 3 

Rf fefft, 24 RitRft, 1995 

«(R.!Rr. 1215:—fteffe few, 1956 ft feW 

6 ft WTRWT -ft R5W RTfeRfft BTO RR ^RW ft 

Wft t fe ft Rftr fRK RI^, t![Rftftd' ft RW 

Rlfroift ft RRR few ft few 4 ft RftR TO 

RiRRR^R RTR ftffttfen % fft Rft afftn:, few 24 

RTRRT Rfew (ifeRR R'rTR) R srRrTR Rift ft 

fwr ftmft ft RR fR.c[fftr RK feft ft TOW RR 

m ^[RW ft TOTwr ft fer ft ftre 

fefer m ft ftft Rw ftw wtt I 

[ft, 5 (4 4)/95—Rflfep] 
Rt, ft. RIWFT, RWR RT fetf nft 
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Now Delhi, the 24th February, 1995 

S.O. 1215. “Nohee ii her;by givcji by ilic Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Ru e 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that appiicai ion has beei made to the said Authority, 

E der Rule 4 of the 8»id Rules, by Shri 
mir Knmai- Saha, Advocate for appointment as a Notary 
praeihe in Alipui. Distt, South 24 Paraiuias tWes.1 
Bengal).- 

2, Any objection to the appomtment of the said i)ersc>n 
IS a Notary may be siibmittett in writing to the undersliyicd 
(vithln fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F, 5(44)195-Judl.| 
P. C, KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

fff 28 1995 

^.ifTT, 1216:—195 6 % 

6 % if RWR- JTlfERTrft STIT if? 

t ^ ^ ^ JTrfffsffT^t 

ifY ^ fHrfti' 4 % w 

i^RT iff fein I lY (^feTirr) t 

RFT % f^cr ^ if TT 

5WK ^ irr'Y^r w Y arm % ftr 

% Mia-T ^ i 

5 (45)/95-rtilpJ+] 
«fT^, WR srrfsnFTfl 

New Delhi, the 28th February, 1995 

S.O, 1216.-^Nolice is hen by given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that applisa ion hi.s been made to the said Authority, 
imder Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shrl 
Prom Sagar, Advocate for appointment as a Noitary to practise 
In Kaithal (Haryana). 

2, Any objection to the appointment of the said peratHi 
IS a Notary may be sutmitted in writing to the undersigned 
ivithin fourteen days of the inibllcaiion of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(45)|95-Judl.l 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

6 RrT, 199 5 

spiT , WT . 1217: —1wf, 10 5 (3 % fFHT 
6 ^ «rfn?iT 5r itstit 

STTffV YT. TTTt. H7HntrqqrTrjq>%(:^ ;^d’5rr. 

*ffr i^ifH Y fYr.rr 4 % wtlYi ^rrt^nr jh 
^ ftirr tYrr $ f% rsw Pt?) (fTfJm?(T?) 
if atrwFT % Ptp frY!:<V ^ r ^ 

fsp^P fift nRfR ¥T wr^‘r iH gw % siwft % 

Y 'fflRP' frPgfT ^ ilY TTH RSTT WTtr I 
[irf. 5 ( 5 0)/9 5'?iTTrintf] 
'Tf. spawr?, HOT snftpFrd 

Nev.' Delhi, the 8th March. 1995 

S.O. 1217.—Notice is heieby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
19.56 that applicat ion h.as been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the su'd Rules, by Shrl 
Q. R. Snnthatinkrishnaj, for appointment as a Notary to 
practise in Madras City (Tamil Nadu), 


2. Any objection to the apfiolntiit^t of the said person, 
as a Notary may bo submitted in wnting to the undersigred 
witliln fourteen days of tlic publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(50)|95-ltidl.J 
P, C, KANNAN, Competent Authority 

8 RTH, 199 5 

’FT.JTT. 1218:—iflEiffisr PtOT, 1956 pFFT 

6 % Sr H^TH JfTftmfct giTT gW ^ 

OTft i fHK m, Y HiffT 

jfiPi'hrO fFr HW Ptot ^ Pm 4 ^ snfPr 
^ ppn t PfT PrPra- 
(hhT if- mw ^ 

^ H ftlfftfl' RT ftHp 'fft JTPn: 'FT HTOT K^T 

JPFTOT PFT % »fPR PtIw ^ ^ ^ 

TTH OTI I 

[H. 5 ( 49)/9 5'?l[TPnF] 
'ft.#. 'Proy?, HOT Rlftmft 

Now Delhi, the 8th March. 1995 

S.O. 1218.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Ktdes, 
1956 that applicaition has been made to the .said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the sa'd Rules, by Shri 

Santosh Kumar Garg, Advocate for appoinunent as a Notary 
to practise in Civil Courts Aligarh (U.P.). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said petion 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undenljined 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(49)195.Judl.) 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authrlty 

9 HT^, 1 99 5 

^.?rr. 1219:—# 3 fp 3 T PTOT, 1956 Pttt 
6 % OTHT®! HOT RTfOTH# fflTT R? ^[W # 

3TT# I Pf # gfRT OTT #eTH. % IJTT 

HTfy’6T<r # PTHH % Pm 4 % HlfW l^F 

B+t eId % Piq fgRT ^ ^ HTT piFiT rRTRTHR 
RiTHTH (?fl7TTHT) H tRHHFT •Pt.H % Ptq 
ifT tFT P^PRT TK PfT# # ITOT^ RH 5H gT'TT 
RRHOT ^ PfT ^ HtHT pH^fH H 

'HH 3111? I 

[h. 5 (46)/95-WrTPrF] 

#.#. RiW?, HOT wrfHHHY 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 1995 

S.O. 1219.—^Notice is hereby given by the Colhpetent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that applicaition has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the said Rules. by Shri 
Sunder Lai Gautam, Advocate for appolnlment as a Notary 
to practise in Distt, Courts Karnal (Haryana), 

2, Any objection to the ^ipolntinent of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[NO. F. 5(4(S)|95-Judl.J 
P, C. KANNAN, Competent AuthoriLy. 





'dTOTiTT wTff ;*rf 6, i89e/^im le, i9i7 


i673 


^ 9 Ifr=^, It)9 5 

^,)!rT. 1220 ■■ —IPS® ^ 

Li % ^pj^iTor ir w5TTr 3TTfq^^ sr'r ^ 

-rrat % f'T woTiT iTr<r% 2 : ^‘ 

w mftpprft ^ ir 4 % 

t^STT^^ t^rsTTfT % fsTTT I f'P ^ g;°l (WT- 
^ ^JTJf^TFT ^T?:^ % f^. V ^'T fRppr 
'R ^ JPT nTt^4 ^ ir^fTFFr ^ 

^ftT? ^ f^rf^a^T ir ^ TTfT -2411 Tnn; I 

[?f. q'P. 5 (47)/9 5-'^1lf4^] 

^. ’^t. 5TrfOTrr^ 

New Ddhi, the 9th March, 1995 

S.O. 1220,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent 
Authority in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 
1956 that appUcorion has been made to the said Authority, 
under Rule 4 of the sa’d Rules, by Shri 
Jagjrmath Gopinath Ghuge, Advocate for appointment as a 
Notary to practise in Pune (Maharashtra), 

2. Any objection to iho appointment of the said person 
as a Notary niay bo submitted in writing to tli© undersigaed 
within fourteen clays of the publication of this notice, 

[No, F, 3(47)[95-Judl.] 
P, C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

tft fWr, 9 tTR, 1995 

*Fr.?fT, 1221.—’Ttrftir f^, 1959 %■ 6 

% isnjirttJT # iFreTR Rifimf)' jpt tr^ gw 'smft 

ftr jsfV ttrirwCTT ^ tJtRT STftftfrrtt 

^ 4 % 1?:^ 'HT^^ ’Eg' 

^fTfr ^ %tT fSfirr ^ ^ Rtacg?; TTsg ir ^wtr 

fgg % gqr tr f^,f8fcT 'I’t »it R'fr?: in- 

iRT^T gw ^ srgrng % 

Mtiff gq- ^ 'ng ^'jit w i 

[g. rrg 5( 48)/95-gfw] 
'fV.#. wm ,gggsrTferqirTY 

New Delhi, the 9lli March, 1995 

S.O. 1221.—^Noiiec is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
tliai application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Bhagwanrao B. Salunfche, 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in State 
of Maharashtda. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice, 

[No. F. 5(48)/95-JudI.J 
P. C. KANNAN, Competeni Authority. 

^ 10 grg, 1995 

gr.^. 12 22'—riljTj'jt fgtnr, 19 56 % fndd 6 
% 'g^trrq' ^ g^ sTTftrgp^ ^ og gw ^ ggft 
t fg gv T^g gpw ?r srrftjgrft 

gt ggr fwr ^ Pm 4 ^ gtljg tgr gr^ W 


qr-.f V fgtt, f'^T ^ Pr c'n rigtinfr g 
mm 4m % firg uVd g g r g rggl 

ifttwR gi' gT4?'-r W'3;^fT ngn'ig gkti fm 
% vftTTT fgftf’i gq trq c'gi' gro, 1 

[g. mii, 5 ( 51 ) / 9 5-mfqg] 

. Rt. gwjT’T, qgiT qrfk Fr^ 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1995 

S.O. 1222.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity m pumuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application I;as been made to the said AuLf.ority, uiiJer 
Rule 4 of till- .said Rules, by Shri Ramesh Kaira, Advocnio 
for appointment as a Noti'O’ pr;i:tise in NCT of D'hif. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said poison as 
a Notary may bn submiltcd 'n wriling to the undei signed 
within fourteen days of the piiblicaticu of this notice. 

[No, F. 5(51>/95 Judh! 

P. C. KANNAN, Pomnetent Authority. 

gf ftrcffl", 10 Rig, 1995 

gT.gr. 1233 .—g'kfl'g ffigg, i9Sfi % Iwr 
6 % gjggn' rwr qrfV'pr'T zttt rtt =3wr 
I ft: «ft ggg gpr f?r rw Rif^- 
orr^V gt RRg f^m ^ fmo 4 % gsr>r 
TR gref ^ fw I Pg ’y'lf gq fTFggg 

IVTr qftgg ggig m'gg 'rgf % 

g gq 2r Pgjfw qg fqnrft gt q-igq qq gr’^q ?fr g;w ^ 
ggrag % g>T? fqq g>f7: gq ^ ^ m 

grg i 

[g, 5{ 52)/9 5-sgitq'g] 

qT. g7. qmq, ggq qrfqmfr 

New Delhi, the iOtli 'larch, 1905 

S.O. 1223.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in rursuance of Rule 6 of (lie Noiiirics Rules, 1956 
that application has been mae'e to ihe said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri F.anak Lai Kundu, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a No'aiy to pn'ct'sc in Siliguri Sub- 
Division Distt. Dadjeeiing OVest Bengal). 

2 . Any objection to tbo appoinimmt of the said person as 
a Notary may bo submitted in wr’ting to the imdersignod 
within fourteen days of the pi blic.it'oji of this notice. 

[No. 5(52)/95-.TudJ.l 
P. C, KANNAN. Comnetent Aiithoritv. 

qf 10 qT4, 199.5 

qq-RT, 1224.— qtagjg fqrpT, 1956 ^fqqq 6 
% !T5|gqyr ^ ggg sfiftpirfft- j’fLT q^ggrrr grift 
|fg «ft gffcrTg Rng, T4qr%q ?r g-g qrftTqqqtqrt 
tjqiT f^m ^ fqqg 4% gi#T qg s-g qqg 

fqqr t fg qg gnTfa-”' (qw) ^ mgrq 

ggt % fgq' q'rqft % fqijqq q'’" vft irm 

gTRTfffqw ^ nrr-rq g^ftfn: 

pTpqg ^ g Tig g-’g "n i 

[gc tig. 5(53)/9s-fhrfqqr] 

qt.gf. qwT, gm snfgqrft 
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NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 10th March, 1995 

iS.O. 1224.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho- 
in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries RuIm, 1956 
thj.t application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rule®, by Shri Dharam Pal Thapar for 
ppjtointment as a Notary to practise in Jalandhar, (Punjab). 

‘X. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the _ undersigned 
Wilpin fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(53)l95-Jiidl.I 


2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may bo submitted in writing to the under.signed 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No, F. 5(55)/95-JudI,J 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Autliority. 

jff 21 irr^, 1993 

in’,an, 1227.—1956 % 6 


P, C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 
21 JTW, 1995 


% 8R Jr suftRiRt am 
t Jr 5rrfEr*i:rtt ^ 

^ ftm % fTnr 4 % artfl^ an^ W 'Tier 


«6T.WT. 12 25,—Hid^i'sr pFRT, 195 6 %f;FRT 6% 

arFanff sitt arrfff 

j ^ ft: sfl WWtr JFR ^ Fvr 

ilTflmff fFTF % OfTF 4 % WtfTF Trrp 

(FTTTR^) #' 3FFFTF % fFF FlSift f 

'R ^ iRnr ’r w % 

BipTFF % ftF %FiFT ^ Jf FTF 

tJTT^ I 

[F. ITtf:. 5( 54)/95--FrrfiFF] 

■ft .Ft. FWT Frfsr^frft 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1995 

Si.O. 1225.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
tiMt application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shti Ashok Kumar Sharma 
Advocate for appointment as a Notary to practice 
Buiand-Shahar, (U.P.). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person a.s 
It Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
tvllhm fourteen days of the publication of this notico, 

[No. F. 5(54)|95-JudI.] 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Autuority. 

Ff 21 FTF, 199 5 

»frr.!rT, 1226 —FRT^W 1ffF, 1956 % fFFF 6 

F^FTF F FfITF FTf«RF<t glTT FFFT ft 

«ft FR.^. FfFTF, ^ FFF 

«f?r FFF fFFF % fFETF 4 % F>fTF 
W FTF % fFFT I F% SFI^FTF 

fFFT (F^RT^) ^ ssferaTF % TfF 

Ffeft % W ^fFijfFF FT fFFft ift RtpR »pr FTF«T 
^FFT % FFiTFF % fIf? fFF % FlFT 
^ FTF FTF I 

[F. TT). 5( 55)/9.3-FTTfFF] 
fr. . Fi^F, FhlF FTfiRT^ 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1995 

S.O, 1226,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Be 4 of the said Rulea, by Shri R. D. Mhetras, Advocate 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Koregaun, Distt, 
atnra (Maharashtra). 



% %iT folT t F^FFtF^T, fFFT ('^FIF) 

FatTFFTF FtF^V % VF Jf FT 

FFR iFT SfT^ f F g;FFT % F Vlg TF % f^F 
% «friTT frifidd ¥F Jr FTF W FT1( I 

[F. qFI 5( 5G)/9 5-FTTfw] 
'fV.lft. Fi^,FWFFlf«FF^t 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 21si March, 1995 

S.O. 1227.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Mailohar Singh, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Nawanshahan 
Di.stt. Jalandhar (Punjab). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
o Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
w’ithin fourteen days j5f the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(56)/95-Judl.] 
P. C, KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

^J'FFT 

F^ ftv5fr 21 FT^ 1995 

FF.aTT. 1228 .—FTF^Jf f^FTF, 1956 ^ IFFF 6 
% 3PJFTF Jr F^rFFTfim^t gRI F^^FFT ^cfT 
I f'F TFFfTcT JFR FTF, ^ FW FlfErFF^V 

Fit FFF ftFF % fFFF 4 % 3rttF ITFi 3rr%FF ^ 
FRT % fri I % F% SRft^T FitJ, fiTFT 24 
FTFFT (FTFF) Ff5FF FFTF TIi?F Jt FR% % 

fFIT FtRt % ¥F fF^fFF FT ^ FFFT FF 
FF^[^ ^ FFiTFF % ftF % FtfR TF 

^ Jrt FTF FFT FTF 1 

[F. 5( 57)/9 5-iFrfqFi] 

FNFF, FefTF FrftJ^TJt 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 1995 

5.0. 1228.—^Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Ranjit Kumar Pal, Advo¬ 
cate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Alipore Court, 
Oistt. 24 Parganas (South), West Bangal. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(57)/95-Judl.J 
P. C KANNAN, Competait Authority. 
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TT-wt 3(ii)] 


fff 27 1995 

^.3fr. 122 9-—mJTbr f^iT, 1 956 %f;TJTiT 6 
% tr TT^JT arfer^FT 3 :ttt 

t f?Tir arf'ti^>T^t 

jpT fwT % 4 % srtfR arrt^ ^ 

^ % t^rr fen I fe 

if =frr^ % f^n; 

^ ^9 if f99f99 TT feq'T'9f Sf^TR 99 aTTfifiT ^ g^9f 
ifr ST^TC-T % f99 % 'fff99 ’?'T if ift TFT 

^3tt irrq i 

[ff. ITF, 5( 5 8)/9 5-=Frf99^'J 
'ft.?ft. ^raiJH, 9^9 HTf«JWf 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, ihc 27th March, 1995 
S.O. 1229,—Notice is hereby nive 0 by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
tluil application has been made to the said Authority, umlcr 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Sil? Sankar Soni, Advocate 
tor appointment as u Notary to praclise in Dinhata Sub- 
Division, Cooch Bchar (West Bengal). 

2. Any objechon to the appointment of the said person us 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice'. 

[No, F. 5(58>/95-Jud).l 
P. C. KANNAN, Competent Authority, 

trf 2 7 FR, 199 5 

99.311. 1230.—9fe^ fjFTJT, 1956 % f99JT 6 

% IT TT^IT aTfa’99^T gTRf 9^ ^9T i) ^f 

f9T »4t ^r^TTsf 9T9 STf, 9 ^ JfrfsRftf 

9;> 999 feR % 4 % 3TSft9 991 3TR^9 ?9T 

^ % ferr ferr t f9f -TF T-RT (f9^) F sqwW 

99C9 % Ifer i(Tjfr % tfR f^f99 qr f99fr ift 

99 3TT^W W ^p9T % a'999r9 % Fkf? f99 % 

9t9 ^ 9t TR 't?7rr iflTT I 

[ff. nqi. 5( 59)/9 5-RTf99T] 
fr.fft, 9iWT7T, JTffSRTft 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 27ih March, 1995 
S.O. 1230.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Aulho- 
rily in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, hy Shri Rajendra Nath Jha, Ad¬ 
vocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Patna 
(Bihar), 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(59)/95-.Tudl.l 
P. r. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

’T=99f 

Tfe fe=9ft, 27 JTF#, 1995 

99.39. 1231.—tVtR feR, 1956 % feR 6 
% snTTTR if 9SR 5fTi>J99^ STTf ^-991 Rrfr 
t «ff 9TT9R 'Tuwn'll9 99^, iTTSff^ 9 1399 
snftRr^ 97t feR % feR 4 % artffe 
935 GI/9.5—2. 


39^ ?9 9T9 % fRT f^TT | f9i F^f TlffR (F?fT9f) 
it R999f 97R % fRT 9tRt % 919 9 f93|[f99 99 fefft 
'4f 9999 ^ 399^ ^ % 9'Fi3T9 % f59 

^ ^fe?: ffTfiWd iR 9 ifT 9T9 '93rr RF I 

[9, 991. 5( 60)/9 5-Rff997] 
■ft. 9t. 9i'’99, 9P,R 9Tfir97rTt 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 27th March, 1995 
S O, 1231,—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Narayan Kashinath Karpe, 
,\dvocate for appointment as a Notary to practise in Nasik 
(Mharashtra), 

2. Any objection to llie appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within founeen days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F, 3(60)/93-Judl,] 
P, C. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

F=99f 

f^pfr, 27 9R, 199 5 

99.39 , 12 3 2.—feR, 1 9 5 6 % fFR 6 

% 3TR3-«jr it 95R 59f999ff SRf 9? ^Rl i9fcft 
^ f97 ‘‘-ft f9jf9 ftf^ ti;i89'f%9 9 ^99 59f999ff 911 
999 f999 % fFR 4 ^ 3f9f9 997 39^99 R 919 
% f99 f99T ^ f97 99 RTarft, f99T 9*^91997: 

(ffRRf) if RRFT 9F?r % f99 9f5:ft TT 

frrE(f99 97' f^f ifr JRR 97T 3TFfST % Sr97Tfff9 

ap =9^9? f99 9 Br97: fFf7J9 ^ if if^ 979 959 

599 I 

[ 9 . q:9i. 5 ( 6 1) / 9 3-RffiR] 
Tt. Tft. 9)0019, TTOfTf Sfff!J99ft 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 27ih March. 1945 
S.O. 1232.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Autho¬ 
rity in pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the .said Rules, hy Shri Nirmal Singh, Advocate 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in .lagadhri Distl. 
Yamunanagar, (Haryana). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may he submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fouriccn days of the publication of this notice. 

[No. F, 5(61)/95-Judl.l 
P. C, KANNAN. Competent Authority. 

999T 

•rf fer-i^, 2 a 9Ff, 19 9 5 

99. 39 . 12 3 3-—9fefR f9R, 1 9 5 fi % f9R 6 % 

RTTTR If 9fR SrrfaRT^ 5TR 99 5rTrfl' t 

fe 15 ft 3Tf99 99R, i',sq7%9 999 Rfii'bi ■0 9?r 999 

fiFR 9 feR 4 #7 399f9 9^ 39^9 ^9 9T9 % f^n; 

fRT I fe 9% Sir ( 9999 ^ 9 ) 9 R999r 977C^ % 

ffer 9 T 9 fT % tisq- 9 fe^spT qr ffeft ^ SRR 97T 39^^ 
T9 ’5979 % 1197199 % 9^ fer % rfFTT fefR Tiq' 77 
77 ^ qR 959 599 I 

[ 9 . 99). 5 ( 6 2) / 9 5-Rt 1997] 
'ft.Tft, 9PR7X, 9S79 I9f997Fd 
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New Delhi, the 28th March, 1995 

S.O. 1233.—Notice is hereby given by the ronrpetent Autho¬ 
rity ill pursuance of Rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, under 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Sliri Anil Kant, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in MEERUT (U P.). 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the iindcrsiRncd 
within fourteen days of the piibli .ation of this notice. 

[No. F. 5(62)/95-Judl.l 
P, iC. KANNAN, Competent Authority. 

Tf 28 1995 

TT.3TT. 1 234.—frepT, 19 5fi % ffTTR 6 
% if R5TR TTftFTr^ 3TTT R? ^Tlcft t 

f%' ’’jft Tf. TjTpr hl^, ridql^e. % tJRff ITrfft'bl 0 ^<T 

frEFT % tHTtp 4 % arsfFf bertr W Rid % 
fidlT t % (RFlfeRr) Jr SRRdFT 

% i%TT Ttrfr % ^ Rf tn: fefr^frsRTp- sFrafreffi 

% STh'mR % RplRfr fRR % rIrT PdfNfl' 

R Jr^ RPT RRH RTF I 

[R. 5( 63)/95-RnfFP] 

tftoTfVe TRR, RRR RTfRRT^t 
NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 28th March, 1995 ^ 

S.O. 1234.—Notice is hereby given by the Competent Ajitho- 
rity in puraiiance of Rule 6 of the Notarie.s Rules, 1956 
that application has been made to the said Authority, tuider 
Rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri P. Rama Pal, Advocate for 
appointment as a Notary to practise in Mangalore (Karna- 
t^kal,^. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be su^iltcd in , writing to the underidgned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this notice, 

I No. F, 5(6.3)/y5-ludl.I 
P. C, KANNAN. Competent Authority. 

*^*'^^*on. • —i-||i iiTtma*-— “ —•~rf^--—- — 

(■RRTRRTr fRRTR) 

Rf fRevfl, 2 0 Rpf, 1995 

TT.arr. 1235.—%RftR RTTTT, TERRiRf (ifR % 
RIRrIIrRR tRRf % friTR RRIr) fRRR, 1976 % IrRR 10 
% RrIrRR ( 4) % RRRmr R RRTTRR fR ^ fRlTTR 
Rt, fRR% 8 0 R, R4-4|F|'«jr4 R RT ®fR4RTtTRT 

5irR STR ^ t, 3rfR^^ tflRf)- % I 

[r. 12022 / 2 / 95 -TT.Rr, (TT- 2 )] 

F, FR, RPl^, RR Rf^R 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

{Department of Official Language) 

New Delhi, the 20th March. 1995 

S.O- 4235..—Tn pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Ride 10 of 
the Official Language (Use of Official Purpo.ses of the Union) 


1995/VAISAKITA 16, 1917 [Part U— Sec. , 

Rults, 1976 the Central Government hereby noti^ 
Development of Animal Husbandry and Diary Farming .... 
80 per cent sttaff whereof have acquired a working knowledge 
of Hindi. 

[No. 12022!2I9^-O.L, Rmp.-ll)] 
A. S. GODRAY, Dy, Secy, 

R^ ftvRI 19 R^R, 1995 

RT. 1236.—R7R7R, TTRRIRf (RR 
% RTRfiflR RR>3Fff % fRF RRtTT) PtRR, 1976 % 

10 % RR-fRRR ( 4 ) % ?T:jtrR R, R? RRIRR 
% rdHPdfeR WtRR # TT 'FIRRREE ?irR URR 

rtr’ ^TRRiftTff 5[fy ^rwr so RfRRR Jr rRri rt% 

% TRRirFR Rtf RrTRSTTT Rfa^rRR f I 

"TRfRR ^rRTi?!^: -8 7 RJtIrRR %7^tR fTR^ 
R^R RR" 

[R. 12017 /l /95-f?t^] 

Tft. RTST 

New Delhi, the 19th April. 1995 

S.O. 1236.—In piirpo.se of Sub-Rnle (4) of Rule 10 of 
the Official Languages (Use for Official Purpo,scs of the Union) 
Rules 1976, the Central Government hcicby notifies .the fol- 
dowing Ollicc of the Ministry of Horae Affairs where the 
percentage of Hindi knowing staff has gone above 80 per 
cent :— 

"Office of the Commandant—87 Battalion Central Reserve 
Police Force”. 

[No, 120171 l|9.5-Hindi] 
K, C. KAPOOR. Directoi- 


farR RRTRR 
(tTRFR fRRTR) 

Rf feRV, 21 RT^", 1995 

(rtr^r) 

RT. RT. 1237.—RTRapT RfafRRR, 1961 

(1961 RT 43 ) RDT 10 % Rl' (23-R) ^ 
RRRR (v) STLT RffRiff ^R RRtT 

%RfVR RmC FRR5TTT "ttflR RRTR Rf 

tFr RR fRRfRR sRtf 1992-93, 1993-94 Rtf 1994- 

95 R*E % fRF fRTRfRf^R 5R|T % RSRtiftR fF 

RspT RFt3r> % RRtRRT^ RftT^fRR RR^j; ;— 

(i) RR FRtsrffRift ^R^ RTR =fR ?RRrTR RRRl 

RTR afR ?;T%RTR % fRR fRRT RRRR 

ytfRRT RRT RRRTRRT RR R^Rtfr % fRR 
aF^RT, fRR% FriI ^TRT^I FRPTRT ^ Rf f I 

(ii) «FT fRR?FLifI RTT rFvRFiIR ^ f^?TR 

RRf Jr RfiR RRf^ FtRV tffr RrFr % 

tfrUR srm 11 RT RIRT ( 5 ) Jf F^Fr- 

FfRfr RRRT RR ^ RFrR ?R RRRT 
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[«rrtT3(ii)] 


ifTT TTSr'T? ; »T^ G, 199 s/^?ITW 16, 1917 


WTr^ %i?q- it JIFH' ^CTT 
TW-T' 3 'T^ it ?t?ITFT ^ ^T 

^ ^»TT ^T ^ ^T^rr 

?r%nT I 

(iii) ^5 f^Rft ^fft mir % ?Ra ^ 

^ ?T^i % aTO 

HT<T ^T ii IT cPH 

i^ar fxatft^fr % 

^ aRT % araftr'P ^ ?t a«rT ^ 

aa^'raK % fr^a ir a 

■o ^ 

fl^ XJSft I 

[afa^j^aarH. 9723 /'T;T.?i. 197/134/90 ittw?: fa- 1 ] 

awar si^Xj »Rx afaar 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(DeRartment of Revcnucl 
CENTRAL'BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 21st March, 1995 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O, 1237.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (V) of clause (23C> of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 

hereby notifies “Jiv Prakash Vidyapeeth, New Delhi” for the 
imrposc of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1992- 
93, 1993-94 and 1994-93 subject to the followins conditions, 
tlamdy ;— 

(i) the asses'see will apply its income, or accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
wWoh it is established ; 

(ii)'llte-agsessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in-tlre foroL^ jewellcD, furniture etc.) for any period 
tftmnidho prCviou.s years relevant to the assessment 
ycur.s above otherwise than in any one or 

inecc.^of the forms op.ajodes specified in sub-scction 
^S) of Section 11 ; 

Oti) this notillCatuMi will not ^ajtply-4n relation to any 
income beinii profits and gains oTtruamess, unless the 
business is incidental to the attainment^'of the cibjcc- 
trve. of the asscssc® and separate hooks ()i~ti«counts 
are hiairttaincd^ia respect of such business. 

[Notiflcation-N«,-i!.723rF. No. 1971134|9()-rrA-ll 
SADHNA..SIfANKER. Under Se«s 


'Ji’TfTflT fRl WRTT-Tr % 

^^rrr, fXTTxr qT)- 

t' 

(ii) qx; 'frx-fxsrkti 

BR'f ^ RRT RqT RIT fRXft «fV iRfsT 

% qfux ETIXT 11 XT aixr ( 5 ) # 
wTTi q^T X'trftjRT ?R irqxT 
^ fR?i xi>4;f Xfx^'rfxfK (^TRTrxrf^xrx, 
T)xTx 7 trrfx ^ iFT qE.Rf xxr yig-.TrgTx 
if R^KFT X fx^r) Tlr fx^ X^ 

TT7:xr srxxT xxi xgr tixxt xxxr ; 

(iii) X| nfd^xxr *nx % xxti ii 

X^ ^txf, TIT fTT TXXTXIX ^ RIXT 
xxr srfxxTR % ?'T ir |i Tfx xxT fTi ^xr 
TXTtXrX XTX TTT-fxu'Hxffr % x^tfxf xt 
Rifxr % fxq TTxfxTf x^ xxT 
TX^ifXlX TT XXIT if XXX iT x^f-'jfefxirq 
x?"T Ttal Tirxr ^i i 

[3if!T?J5XT TT. 9735/^T.^. 197 / 1 4/9 5 mXTX: fx-I] 

xrqxr 91474 , w? Rfxx 

New Delhi, the 29th March, 1995 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1238.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clnusc (V) of clause (230 of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby noti- 
iies "Liiief Khalsa Diwan, Amritsar” for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 1994-95 to 1996-97 
subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

. (i) the assessee Will apply its income, or accumulate for 
application,, wholly aud exclusively to the objects for 
which', it is established;-. 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds, (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
pcfiod during the previous years releJv'ant to the 
assessment years mentioned’ above otherwise than in 
apy one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any income 

beinfi profits and gains of business, unless the business 
js incidental to the attainment of the objectives of 
lEp'nsaessce and »es»ralc books of accounts are main- 
tainted in respect of suettAsusiness. 


XT. *17. 12 38-WTXTIX srftjfxXX _ 1961 

(l961 T7T 43) T?T fXTXr 10 (23-EX) % 

(v) 5TXT qq^X ?rfx.T 4 f T7 t gq 

XXTXX qxq^TXT ^TvTXT ^tXTX, ?mxRx” 

^ Ttx-fxtj'ixx xq- 1994-95 ^ '.19-96-97 XTT 
^ f?Tq ■ fxtxfxf^fll PTrff % I ITOTEftX 'g'q XTX XTXTX 

^ qxtrrxT^ sifsr^xx Tixiff t, 5r«rfx ;— 

(i.) T7 t fxq^fxrfv *TTX tit ?TXXT 

’ .fXTfT ?rrx a?^XTX % f^q ^xurr 


[Notification No, 9735|F. No. .197ll4|95-ITA l] 
.SADHNA SHANKqk, Under Secy.' 

XffXvTft,- 29 XTX,-1095 
^TXTiX 

TX.^ri. 12 39-—*irX4X- srftirxxx, 1961 ( 1961 

XX 43) TtThTTT (23-X)% '3WX (3)aT4T 

qxx' xfxxxf Ttr tx'tx |q- fpxxx 

q?fT4TTT ^x fXrTrtqT- xTiki 'xmxTX iflx^. 
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|l 9 9 5-96 n-'p % ffT(^ SWf % W&TTkftFf T?jr 

p<(r?;T;— 

(1) ^^-fiTu'rfTctt iTRT ^ ^^iTT?r mw\ 

?fT^ ^rnr sfrr 

#=Erir^ g;ufcm fT<qT wJTfTi7T ^ % 

f^Ttr ^'V^rr, f5r?T% f^rr ^KrFRT ^ 

( 2 ) 3:'T^-^f^f»3rr stt-FthW ^‘f 

# T^t fsp^fT ^ W&3 % 

srVpT srrrT 11 ( 5 ) Jr 

fspfft rr^ ^ jTr ?r«T^r?Tfm 

^ fw irft^'f ?t Misr 
'pff^ srrf? % sttcct ^«Tr 

it 3r?T^ # fvi^) JFT ffT^W JTft 

sfrVrrr !r«r^ ^rirr ^?r%m; 

( 3 ) JT? *rfsfg;^ fwr rt?ft mm % ^r^rtr it 

^Fift, 3fT f^7 ir arm ^rrm ^r 

mfvTfrm % ^ it ^'r fm 

mrtmT ^ ^R-fimtfTrft ^ srrf'TT 

% f?TTT mwfw ^ ^'t ct^t i'tr ^t'i^r 
% ff?a' it m?rm t %>fr-5ff(TmTr fr^ mfr 

'TRft ft I 

[mf«r^[mmit. 9 736/^.^. 197 / 1 / 94 -mmT %-!] 

iri¥5TT in>;T,!TSRgfmm 
New Delhi, the 29th March, 1995 
(INCOME-TAXJ 

JS.O. 1239.—In exercise of the powei'S conferred by sub¬ 
clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 t)f 1961), the Central Government hereby 
np'iifies “Shree Jain Swetamber Nakoda Puraswanath Tirth, 
Mewanagar, Rajasthan” for the purpose of the said sub- 
clause for the assessment years 1993-94 to 1995-96 subject to 
the followinft conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessce will apply its income, or accumulate far 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(iij the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc,) for any 
period during (he previous years relevant io the 
assessment' years mentioned above otherwise ttawdti 
any one or more of the forms or mojlu)i«<fltfcuicd in 
sub section (5) of Section U-r-.—^ 

(iii) this nolification will not apply in relation to any income 
being profits and guins of business, unless the busi¬ 
ness is incidental to-the attainment of the objectives 
of the assessee and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 973fi!F. No 197I1I94-TTA-I] 
SADHNA SHANKER, Under Secy. 

jff 10 mfiT, 199.5 

f?rnRR) 

^.^TT. 1240-—!!TffTfmR', 1961 (l961 
i|t 43) spy ffRT 10 % 13W (2 3) ffRT 5R7T FlPowf 
«FT rntry^T %?jfytT 


6, iy95;VAISAKHA 16, 1917 [Part U—Sec. 3(11)] 
ufy^?r m 1993-94 # 1095 - 

9 6 % 'T'r-f^yTiTr fRt Blfff 

ifr irmsfy^ |F ^ mimiim mfiDT- 

I, :— 

( 1 ) ^rv-rFTKflfTH'r “mm mm m mmm 

gmm mrm 5 rr smRFT 

mmii-T R^fT ^ fimm fg tar (23) 

STu JT«jr-iT?i'rfm ^rt 11 m«RT [ 2 ) 

mm (3) % % mr^T imr 

j^rrmifirT m ^ttniT % fim; mtm, 

f'=nT ?mify ^«TmT # 

(2) ^T-fm-rffRfr ^-fmrym mf 

^r f^ify ^"1 % 

fy^m uru 11 ^ muRT (. 5 ) ir 

f^'l rri^ 3T«im tr^ ij- !lfH^ SO" ?r<mT fRl^F 
fjjff fmm R ^4iy f^Tftr (^TT-3rmff^m, 
wm Efffr sim f^jr 
NT (23) % ffUR RTt 

gTu 5if^mT mi7, ^ FT iy srmr 

-rN-Wm it 3t?Rm # fiRN) 

TT fmDT OTTT ^iy JT^ 

’mm; 

(3) ^F-fyrH-ifTffy !rrir vfy fRi% 

?rmy ?rm % *rm ^ Rfmmr 
^ ’t'R^ fjRfy F^fyfmnm ?r«mr ?rmr rtt 
? rmm % surrm sfR 

(4) JTf ^rfu^Nirr fRi^y FiRr nir % rrst it 

Rff f’ytfy, m fRi rtrjrr ^ Rim rpt im 
nrfNvTTR ft ITR rf^l. W" ^er RnttSR^ miR -- 
Rr^-fRatfmy %' 'Ey " 

simfRtff" R^ m rmT rrttrr .-Smjam 

if RRR # ^Nl-lftRRfrrt R^f mft RTrfl ^ I 

[RfS^NRT R. 9750 /RlT. R. tse/s/lis-wrRR Tr-I] 

viictRT RRiR'j RRR' RfRR 

jitaw UcIBi, the 16th AprU, 1995 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1240.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(23) of Scc(ion 10 of (he Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
i‘he Central Government hereby notifies the Petroleum Sports 
Control Board, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said 
clause for a'.sessment years 1993-94 to 1995-96 subject to the 
following conditions, namely 

(i) the asscs.see will apply its income, or accumulate it for 

application, in consonance vvith the provision.s of sub¬ 
sections (2) and (3) of Section II as modified by the 
said clause (23) for stich accumulation wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewcITery furniture of any other article 
as may be notified by the Board under the third 
proviso to the aforesaid clause (23) for any period 

during the previous year(s) relevant (o the assessment 





[W'T U-'j? 
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WrrfT ^ 6, 19 9 5/sf9ri*J 19, 1917 


ycar(s) mentioned above otherwise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in sub-sec¬ 
tion (?) of section 11 ; 

(iii) the assessee will not distribule any part nf its income 

in any manner to its membeis except ns Ktants lO 
any association or institution affiliated to it; and 

(iv) this notification will not apply in relation to any in¬ 

come, beinp profits and nains of business, unless the 
businescs is incidental to the attainment of the objec¬ 
tives of the assessee and separate books of accounts 
arc maintained in respect of such business. 

[Notification No. 9750|F. No. 196':3|95-1TA-11 
SAItHNA SHANKER. Under Secy. 

213r!TsT, 1995 

(m I'-t'p * ) 

^r.3ff. 12-n-—i96i (i96i 
^ 43) IJEU 10 % ( 23) gfU 

STtfltT tTfpsgiyy 'V)fa,ir” ■^IST 

^.7 fj-fTT ^ snr>3En^ farftrfT^ t 

H 97 5 5/'T;r. fi. i9 6/i9/9 3-5rrwf 

New Delhi, the 21st April, 199J 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O, 1241.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (23) 
of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), 
the Central Government hereby specifies the sport ‘rowing’ for 
the purposes of the said section. 

[Notification No. 9755IF. No. 196;i9|93-ITA-J] 
SADHNA SHANKER, Under Secy. 

(anfw ^TJT r^KTTtr) 

(wfTni srwrtr) 

7 199 5 

^r.?rr. 1242 .—f'PsFrv'r fTftTJttrrr iffufTETR, 1949 
(l949 'PT 10 ) mu 56 % TfUT STU 53 
jru siTfr infrir ttedt 

mufttr fmprfuTr qmwr ^rufi ^ ftp 

?rfErfmrR ^ ffru n tffr ^ mu i % imsr 

% VTIUT % uuTPr R^PrfsRT ^7^ tpffrr^ 

IT 31 1999 RTf U'JU RFhpft PT, 

mm q-t; gfr)- | 

[911. R. l/l/9 5-n;.Tft.] 
fTR, %. ufRFRR, 79 RfUR 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1995 

S.O. 1242,—In exercise of tlie powers conferred by Section 
53 road with Section 56 of (he Banking 1leguI»;ion Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949) ihc Central Government on the recommendations 
of the Reserve Bank of India declares that the provisions 
of sub-setion I of Section 11 of (he said Act shall nol apply 
the date of publication of this notification in the official Gazette 
to the Jammu Central Co-operative Bank Ltd, Jammu from' 
to March 31, 1999. 

[No. F. 1(D195-AC] 

S.K.J. SRIVASTAVA, Dy. Secy. 


fq-u n'mRR 
(UFFrR 9719 fTRfR) 

2 5 Rf’^, 199 5 

97T. RT. 1243.—^=^9 R^+U, URRTRT (rR 
% UlRT^'lR R9imff % Fte R9T9), fffRRfRUl, 197 6 
% fR9R-10 jp 79-fR9R ( l) ^ RRRTiR '4 f9U 

RUrUR, mf997 9719 fRRfff % RRrRrR97 f995IR R 
^>99 RJUftR rI'RR RTRT fRPR %■ fmfffufuR 97TRiu9'f 
!p 7 fmT% 8 0 SifRWcT R Rf!T97 ^ 971 

RTlRRimP 5119 sum 977- fR-qr I, Rfa^fuR RTT-fft — 

1 . RTU 97nTTU9, SUTiURTR I 

2. RRT PiivgT 971RfU9-l, ^Ul^lRTR I 

3. 9R7- ojERr 99Rr99-2, lUlflimR I 

4. fmu mui RT9'iu9, ' 

5. Rl. 9. 9R9TR9, ^UK[19T9 i 

6 . ■^t. 9. RUriuR, UTT^imR I 

7. sTmi 'PTR'rr, RTfl I 

8. mui !pTqf99, fTTU (rut r^) | 

9. mtm TTRIUR, RRRTRR^ (rUT R^) | 

10. mui 9719^9, RTRITY I 

11. tmi 9 iTRW9 'PR>|T I 

12. mui *PT9m, I 

13 RRai 9.T9fU9, I 

14. UERl RTIRTUR, RTRl I 

15. RlRTl RTRIrR, R?ut I 

1 6 . RRll RlRfuR, 9 ;^ I 

17. mui 999^99, RRFTRj I 

18. mUl 97T9?U9, fJORT I 

1 9. RRU 9719^U9, R^RTIRt" | 

20. WE3T Rri9fu9-1, 9t97TfrT I 

21. RlUl 97l9^U9-2, ^R7l^ I 

22 . R'V.e.^, R7T9tu9, ^RTT^IT | 

23. REJl ^1^|1U9, I 

24. UT'a'l 9719^99, R^RRirt | 

2 5 . WlUl R7T9lU9, ^RIRRR | 

26. WE9T 97T9'fpr9, RRTRlRf | 

27. Birni 97l9tR9, SlRRl fRRh 

28 UHJl 97[9fRR, RtrIt I 

29 . UlUT RilRtmT, R'tfT I 

3 0. TTOl RtlRfuR, r'bji I 

31. Timi RTTRtRR, URfR? RRT 1 

32. WWl RTlRiUR, TRRRR | 
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33. ?rmT ?Tmft3TT I 

34. WT«3T sFtVNtJT, 1 

35. Tiq'N'T-i,1 

36. ^rnar ^TT'r^ir-2, ^4>f’TT?rT^ i 

37. mr’ir THRir, i 

38. m^ar i 

39. wnar aiTT^T, ^ 115 ^ 1 

40- aTTT'R’iT'Sj Tt 1 

41. arr^ar ariat^rT, 1 i-i;:., 

42. arrar arraim-ii, fcarfi; 

43. arm a;Tat^T-ii- 3 'r., titiw, i 

44. armr arm’r^iT-ii-^^, f^aft 

45. arw aTTa??rir -1 i-art, i 

46. arr^ar afTa'N'a-i2-t, ar^mr, at fa^aft i 

47 . armr aaaka- 12 -jg:., a“<?a^ fagrc, at fa?^i 

48. arran aaafwa-i2'ila., ’jfaia 1 

49 . arrarr aiiaf^q-- 12 -Ta, qm, at fa^ft 1 

50. arwr a?rat^a-3i-aV,. armafft arta, at 

51 . aiT’ar ^^^^^[^.33 1 ^., faara^ aar, at 

52- arpai 33 tr., fa^ar aa?;, at fa^afl 1 

53. arnar arrafara 122 a^ara 1 

54. ariaiT aaa'raa 12 8 aiaa;q,tr, at farat 1 

55 . airarr qrraJ?ra 129 , aa'c, at 1 

56. arnar a^Tanaa io4i, all'll 1 

[rt. 11013/4/94-f^.qrr.q;.] 

gth ijjjTa aaf, ^raa afaa 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Economic ARaiis) 

New Delhi, the 25th March, 1995 

S.O. 1243,—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 of the 
Ollicial Earguage (use for oflicial purposes of the Union) Rule 
1976, the Central Government hereby notifies the following 
oflice.s of the Life Insurance Corporation of India, under the 
Adrnmi.'-trative Control of Mini.stry of Finance, Department 
of Economic Affairs, where of more than 80 per cent of staff 
have acquired working knowledge of Hindi. 

1. Diyisional Office, Allahabad 

2. City Branch Oflfice-l, Allahabad 

3. City Branch OfEce-2, Allahabad 

4. Dist. Brandi Office, Allahabad 

5. C.A.B. Office, Allahabad 

6 . D.A.B. Office, Allahabad 

7. Branch Office, Naini 

8 . Branch Office. Katra (U.P.) 

9. Branch Ofificc, Yamunanagar (U.P.) 

10. Branch Office, Bharwari 

11. Branch Office, Phoolpur 

12. Branch Office, Phatehpur 

13. Branch Office, Bindiki 

14. Branch Office, Banda 

15. Branch Office, Atrra 

16. Branch Office, Karvi 

17. Branch Office, Pratapfiarh 

18. Branch Office, Kunda 

19. Divisional Office, Bikaner 

20. Branch Office-1, Bikaner 

21. Branch Offlce-2, Bikaner 
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22. C.A.B. Office. Bikaner 

23. Branch Office, Churn 

24. Branch Office, Didwana 

25. Branch Office, Hanumangarh 

26. Branch Office, Makrana 

27. Branch Office, Mcdhta City 

28. Branch Office, Nagour 

29. Branch Office, Nohar 

30. Branch Office, Nokha 

31. Branch Office, Raisingh Nagar 

32. Branch Office, Ratan Garh 

33. Branch Office, Sangaria 

34. Branch Office, Sardarshaher 

35. Branch Office-3, Shriganganagar 

36. Branch Office-2, Shriganganagar 

37. Branch Office, Sujangarh 

38. Branch Office, Suratgarh 

39. Branch Office, Sadulpur 

40. Divisional Office-Ill, New Delhi 

41. Branch Office-ll A, Janak Pnri, New Delhi, 

42. Branch Oflice-11 G. Rewari 

43. Branch Office-11 T, Nar.iyana. New Delhi 

44. Branch Office-11 W, Paschim Vihar, New Delhi 

45. Branch Ofllce-H Y. Nujaphgarh, New Delhi 

46. Branch Olficc-12 E, Narayana, New Delhi 

47. Branch Office-12 H, Saraswali Viha'-, New Delhi 

48. Branch Office-12 M. Dund.ahcda, Gurgaon 

49. Branch Office-12 N, Palam, New Delhi 

50. Branch Office-Sl B. T.ajwanti Garden, New Delhi 

51. Branch Offlce-33 A, Tiluk Nagar. New Delhi 

52. Branch Olfice-33 B, Tilak Nagar. New Delhi 

53. Branch Officp-122, Gurgaon 

54. Branch Office-128, lanak Puri, New Delhi 

55. Branch Oflicc-129. Kirti Nagar, New Delhi 

56. Branch Office-1041, Sohana 

[No. 1101314!94-HTC1 
S. K, VERMA. Under Sccy. 


sptrpTT 

Bffe-qa 

^ 31 Fit, 1995 

fi^T.UIT. 12 44—3inTtT ^ 7 Ft, 

1994 ^ FTF 2, WF 3, FTR!? (ii) FFtRi 1415 

if 1418 qT FTlfsTT FTTT IprqtlT, qitqFT FWTFF 
tqftjgfqTTT qq.FT.F. 10 57 aitFr 28 Fit, 1994 : 

qisj FiFtqi 141 5 FT FfsrgFFT F :— 

qf^ 5—559’4, 92 % ^TF qT 5594. 92 q? I 

q<s5 FFtfff 1416 qT 
* 

^3 (Ifft it) ^ ttt i 

FWT 5—"491.947” ^ F4TF qT 491. 

946” q? I 



1 0!51 


IPT 6, 1995 /#lirw 16 , 1917 


[miT TT-'W 3(ii)] 

?ftiTT ^ ■ — 

“Ef” % pqTTT q’T ‘'iq-'?’' q^ 1 

qcs qiicrw ] 417 q"^ ^ 

qfqq i—^ wnr qr q? 

q 1 it, ^ 

qrqq 2''qi’' qqfqqRftl’' %wqqt "q” qrfqqrft 

t" qq I 

tjgq "fi-z" % TSorpT qii' 1-S” q| I 

^jfT ^ 1-5 5r, 

qfqq i, 2—"qirqtstTrr” % i^qrq q'’’ "qqi^tztqT” qi i 

qq "qqi5>^iqT" q? i 

^ 5-51 ir, 

qfqq 2~“5 1 ” qq fqqrq |” % q5 "s i'' qq fqqqV | 
q| I 

, , ‘'q-q" % q<frTq trq “ff-q’’ qf i 

qcs q^qr 1418 q7—q-s-q-q- it, 

qfqq i —“mr qqqtn i'’^wpTqq“i 3 rqqTq 5 qtq; i" 
qf I n-q ii i 

qfqq i—qfV. '^551” ^ qqqq qq ^ 
liifr" qf’t 

[qq q. 4 3015 / 19 / 9 o-qqqqjiBqj 

qi^s qqq, fnkm: 

MINISTRY OF COAL 
CORRIGKNDUM 

New Delhi, the 31st March, 1995 

S.O, 1244.—In the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Coal S.O, number 1057 dated the 28th 
March, 1994, published at pages 1418 to 1420 of the Gazette 
of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), da'ed the 7th 
May, 1994,— 

(11 at page 1418 

(a) in line 7, for “Act, he made” read "Act, has made”. 

(b) in line 10, for "in satisfied” read “is satisfied” and 

for "5574.92 acres” read "5594.92 acres”. 


^fe-qsi 

31 qp#, 199 5 

qr.qr. 114 5 -—qrqq % qrqqq ftqfq 6 qqqq, 
1994 q qpr-TT * 5 iq- 3 , qqtjT (ii) ii t^trs ^iqrq 2729 
ii 27 32 qq qqTpTrerqrqq qqqrq ^qiqqrti^im q?r 
qT.siT. i860 fsqfq 28 1994 ii— 

qE 5 Tf,I|tqi 2729 qq 

1. ii "qrqifq” %qqTq qq “frrqfq” qffq 1 
sHt 5 r?j qf? 51^5 qj^qq fqqr ft qqfr qqrq qq 
“sqrqfq’’ qi^q 1 

2 . srj’jq'i ii qqq. iqrq qq qrq qqt^ % tfi% 
"qm>Ttfi" % qqpT qq "qrqtfi" q^tr 1 j^ri 

?Rf qqqq fw si qqfi qqrq qq "grqtfi" 

q^q I 

3. if qq q. 2 qiq qq qiq qqcq % tfi% 

''t|OTqqq 5 i’’ % qqqq qq qfftr liiq 14^ 

fquTr qfl qq'‘?yrqiFf” 

qifq I 

i^c5 27 30 qq 

4. qiq qiqqtq if qfqq fqqi qit 'qq? qtsqiq ii 
" 280 , 281 qrq’', % q^PT qq "28O qm”qifn'i 

qk “392 ir 394 qiq” ^ qqrq qq “392 ir 
394 qiftr I 
?fiqT q^q if 

5. ftsrr if-q, ir '^qrcqi." 137 q’' %qqrq qq‘‘i 36 

ir" q 1 ^ I qk qf" 171 % qqrq qq "172, 

171 ir”qf 5 q I 

6. ftjT ^-q -0 ir—"qiq qiiqqM (qfifiq)” % qqqq, 

qq “qiq qqqfki (sRkr)'' qfeq qk qg 

5 wr qqqq fqqn qqiq qqqqqiki (Wiqr) 
qffiii ?ik “sk q^’’% qqrq qq‘kk qtqrqki 
qffi?: I 

7. kiT w-qr ii "qrq iiTifpfi” % qqrq qq “qrq qrqifi" 
qffq; 1 qik "ptts 139” % qqrq qq “'qn^ qf. 
130 '' qffiT ?ik"'qTHqr. no, ii 3 "%qqTqqq 
"terre qi. 110, 111, ii 3 ”q%tT,i 


(c) in lino 12. for "conferred y” read “conferred by”. 


[q;r. qi. 43015/24/89-tT^(jq«35qJ 


(d) in the Schedule, in the Table, in Area in hectares 
column, in SI. No. 8, for “650,08” read “650,708”. 

(2) at page 1419, in the Schedule, under the heading 
“Boundary description” and sub heading “Ml-N”, in 
line 1, for "Maktitola" read “Naktitola” 


(3) at page 1420, in the Schedule, under the heading 
“Boundary description" and sub-heading "O-P-Q", 
in line 2, for “boundary of plot number 214", read 
“boundary of plot number 244”. 

[No. 43015/19/9O-LSWJ 
N. BHAGAT, Director 


qkjT sqqq, fq^iiriT 


CORRIGENDUM 


New Delhi. 31st March, 1995 

S.O. 1245.—In the notification of the Govermnent of India 
in the Ministry of Coal number S.O. 1860, dated tre 28th 
June, 1994. published at pages 2729 to 2732 of the Gazette 
of India. Part II, Section 3, Sub-.section (ii), dated the 61h 
August, 1994,— 


1. al page 2731,— 

(a) for "No. O.I(B)n|ER|541-0893” read 
I(E)JnlFR|541-0893”; 


“No. C- 
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(b) in plot numbers acquired in village Nilgaon for 
"145, 146 part” read “145 part, 146 part”, 

2, at page 2732,— 

(a) in the boundary description, in line B-C, for "thef” 
read “then”. 

(bi in line E-F-O for ‘‘Dtidhabari” read “Dudhabardi” 
and for “Panjala” read “Panjara”. 

[No. 43013.'24/89-LSW] 

N. BHAtiAT, Director 


2 3 irnr, i99s 

12'16-—M 1,4| [ti^ 'SSil f^TiT- 

51''!) 1990 % 2 T (ifT) aTTT 

JEW wiFfOTt ^ snrEr 'fF'I |rr '(thtt 
'miT'j^ iSrJf'f fTfirm ^ ferFfi 28-7-1993 qaf 

10- 2-19 9 5 ifftrg= 5 i ^ iirsi^tpir ii 

0,'^sm tFfqrr PpiTfii % ?-m ^njsrmaTftrfrprt 

Bif^^'f ^ 'TFBTor gistf 

spjjjm 'iTTftj^n^ % ^'T T fT'{F=r 11 

p. qto /1 7 ( 1 ) (9 3-f«frT (>#^-11) / 7 0 8] 

Tiftq-tfTT qiziJiTT, 3m: 

DEPARTMENT OF ATOMIC ENERGY 
ORDER 

Bombay, the 23rd March, 1995 

S.O. 1246.—In exercise of the powers conteived by clause 
(o) of rule 2 of the Atomic Energy (Control of Irradiation of 
Food) Rules, 1990, and in supersession of the notifications 
of the Government of India in the Department of Atomic 
Energy dated 28-7-1993 and 10-2-1995. the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby appoints Joint Secretary, Department ol Atomic 
Energy. Government of India, as the Licensing authority 
to exercise the powers conferred on the licensing uvithority 
by the said rules. 

[No, AEA|17(D]93-ER(Vol. 1I)1708J 
KUM. JUTHIKA PATANKAR, Under Secy. 


STTpftT* J 

Iff 24 1995 

^.W.1247-—%EfFf ft 4+ft. 

tStffET ( 3 jfiT ii % tsifsrqrn; qn 

1962 (i962 qr 5o) qff 

triRTtr ^ 5rfiif^T«T ’fTi?T wl) qffmr 3 qft ^Tsrm 

(1) % sTsfFr qfift ^ Tff ?tTt Tf+K % 

tgV srnTrfwi ^. 

*n. ?r^ 2686, 0 8 WVJifT, 1994 gTO^'t- 

% qriq^H % h 41 4H % (AI[ TTlI'ETT'^T 
% s[tfT5i^ A ^TTntT t farfr- 

3jfiT if % ?rfsrqTT % 3 t^ % xrrsrtr 

qfV ^"mi <|ft I 
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^fYi; Tpspra' qtl irlwtrt qit 

tnfEa' 31 1994 4?r ttitss €)■ «ft; 

*fh; TW ?rr«if;TTfr trm e ttuft (i) 
% Sr TTSTff HTfEfqrrtt ^ ^\w>K qit 

TTFFi'ix 4ir T4T ferra- tc Rttf qffT 
% tnmT ITRTaTT E) tTTT I fq: 3lfa )j^TT T 

n MrPjnj ■tjfq if TfifTtT % 11 % EU: 
qrr TOT fqiTT sTTET Tffjin;; 

to: to, %^sftT Ti;!Er3:, tft etMttt tI tttt 

6 TTtim (i) STTOITT SlffTift FT TO>-T 

TO WET 4 i%r I tv irfTJTOf T TTt-r 

TO^Vt it 'trffT it TTTTt % 11^141^: qir Xftfi 

fen ^srrarr t; 

sftT VrftT BT4in;, stitf Vr ttoiu (4 ) 
g'lTi RTO urtwtt 4T toVt gp, nftt t? Ftot 
" iffT % Ft tto '< 5 ;% it TiVt'T TT ?rr«JTiT Vf^tT 
TTOiR if Fl%f ITT % TOFT T4t fTeVTttt T 
5TfTO Tiqttro fVfTOS if fTf|T ITTf 




iT^JTTtT : TrETR 

fafsrr : 3 r 45 T 

nscf : Tffl-WPT 
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^0 ^fto TSW. 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL 
OAS 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 199J 

S.0.1247.—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India In the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No, 
S.0.2686, dated the 08th October, 1994, issued under sub-sec¬ 
tion (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) 
(hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the C entral Govern¬ 
ment declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the Schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of petro¬ 
leum; 


And whereas the copies of the said Gazette notification 
were made available to the public on 31st October, 1994; 

And whereas the Q)mpetent Authority in pursuance 
to sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act has made his 
report to the C encral Government; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering 
the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the lands 
specified In the Schedule appended to this notification should 
bo acquired. 

Now therefore, hi exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Go¬ 
vernment hereby declares that the right of user in the lands 
specified in the Schedule app«idod to this notification are 
hereby actiulied; 












nmn : *i< fl, le, lei? 
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And further In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest free from all encum¬ 
brances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

SCHEDULE 


Tehsil ; Sanganer 

District : Jaipur 

State ; Rajsthan 

Name of Village 

Khasra No. 
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Hoc- Are Con- 


tare tlare 
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Parli Mina 
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0 

02 

00 
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0 

00 
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44 
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02 
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Tehsil : Jaipur 

Dbtrict ; Jaipur 

state 

: Rajasthan 

Jaisinghpura Khor 
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0 

08 

40 
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Tohsil ; Amber District: Jaipur State : Rajasthan 
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15 

00 


4181 

0 

07 

50 


4175 

0 

48 

60 


4189 

0 

03 

41 


4192 

0 

09 

00 


4195 

0 

02 

40 


5549 

0 

04 

20 

Achrol 

874 

0 

00 

36 


875 

0 

30 

60 


919 

0 

04 

80 


939 

0 

07 

20 


942 

0 

01 

50 


943 

0 

06 

00 


944 

0 

03 

30 


946 

0 

02 

10 


947 

0 

03 

36 

Syari 

31 

0 

03 

08 


36 

0 

04 

48 

JugalpuiB 

152 

0 

20 

04 


158 

0 

06 

60 


159 

0 

09 

00 


165 

0 

03 

60 


150/207 

0 

22 

50 

Salaiwas 

51 

0 

00 

84 


52 r 

0 

10 

50 


53 

0 

20 

88 


34 

0 

03 

60 

Lakhor 

242 

0 

07 

50 


242/306 

0 

21 

00 


245 

0 

08 

70 


100 

0 

07 

80 


104 

0 

51 

60 


111 

0 

09 

60 

Labana 

806 

0 

01 

80 


Tehsil; Jamwaratngarh 

District 

: Jaipur State 

: Rajasthan 

1 

2 

3 4 


5 

Bhanpur Kalan 

273 

0 

15 

OO 


482 

0 

09 

60 


483 

0 

04 

20 


489 

0 

07 

SO 


382 

0 

02 

40 


Tehsil ; Shahpur District ; Jaipur State : Rajastha r 


Manoharpur 

7799 

7800 

7803 

7804 

7805 

8126 

8129 

8130 

8131 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

02 

03 

02 

25 

01 

07 

12 

01 

15 

08 

30 

10 

20 

65 

80 

90 

54 

60 

Tehsil: Virat Nagar 

District : Jaipur State : 

Rajasthan 

, ■ . 





Surpura 

783 

0 

04 

34 


601/995 

0 

04 

48 

Baroda 

349 

0 

16 

50 


354 

0 

00 

98 


355 

0 

14 

92 

Bhabru 

595 

0 

02 

00 


596 

0 

02 

80 


597 

0 

06 

66 


599 

0 

06 

24 


600 

0 

OO 

32 


693 

0 

06 

90 


694 

0 

00 

08 


698 

0 

09 

10 


699 

0 

00 

08 


1023 

0 

00 

04 


1021 

0 

06 

40 


1022 

0 

08 

28 


1024 

0 

08 

10 


1025 

0 

07 

80 


1026 

0 

06 

30 


1027 

0 

01 

20 


1031 

0 

03 

74 


1032 

0 

03 

42 


1033 

0 

00 

90 


1034 

0 

10 

50 


2917 

0 

02 

40 


2924 

0 

01 

SO 


2925 

0 

03 

90 


2926 

0 

00 

24 


2927 

0 

02 

00 


2929 

0 

04 

00 


2963 

0 

05 

28 


2964 

0 

09 

00 


2968 

0 

01 

96 


2972 

0 

16 

40 


2973 

0 

02 

so 


2981 

0 

05 

30 


2982 

0 

00 

90 


2983 

0 

06 

30 


2978 

0 

08 

10 


2995 

0 

02 

70 
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24 1995 


2996 0 02 70 

2999 0 . ,04 . 20, 

3002 0 01 20 

3012 0 12 12 


Tehsil : Kotputli 

District : Jaipur 

state : 

Rajasthan 

P aa t 

925 

0 

03 

00 


929 

0 

63 

00 


930 

0 

06 

90 


2123 

0 

15 

30 


2130.. 

0 

06 

60 


2131 

0 

06 

15 


2129/2386 

0 

16 

65 

([anwarpura 

770 

0 

00 

21 


771 

0 

03 

36 


772 

0 

00 

70 


826 

0 

03 

08 

Bucha heda 

65 

0 

03 

50 


68 

0 . . 

00 . 

14 


616 

0 

03 

64 

SanKteda- 

1150 

0 

01 

26 


1158 

0 

02 

10 


1163 

0 

00 

98 


1170 

0 

02 

38 

panyala 

1375 

0 

09 

00 


1381 

0 

12 

00 


1716 

0 

06 

90 


1738 

0 

04 

50 

Malpura 

54 

0 

11 

70 


55 

0 

10 

80 


58 

0 

13 

50 


81 

0 

05 

70 


83 

0 

13 

50 


88 

0 

00 

90 


89 

0 

(#7 

80 


93 

0 

07 

20 


94 

0 

05 

40 


95 

0 

04 

80 


97 

0 

05 

20 


98 

0 

05 

40 


99 

0 

00 

96 


101 

0 

07 

80 


102 - 

0 

05 

04 

Tehsil; Bchror 

District : Alwar 

state ; Rajasthan 

Nagla Rundh 

222 

0 

04 

20 


287 

0 

02 

80 

Janaksinghpura 

151 

0 

00 

28 


152 

0 

03 

50 


183 

0 

02 

80 

Jain puia was 

96 

0 

04 

SO 


98 

0 

09 

00 


99 

0 

07 

50 


106 

0 

01 

05 


108' 

0 

05 

- 00 

Ounti 

97 

2132 

0 

0 

00 

00 

04 

90 


’rr.!Tr. i248-^'^^fPi' irmr ?r, tflr 

TnT?^lT^'T (^Pi 'd44l<l % STRItiR TT 
SlRlfwr, (l962 50) TR (fJl^ 

??iR Tmiri gwfi- I) ani 

3 (i)'v sTTfr ’^Rf' TiRfi 

% «rl7: w ^rwra^r jfR- -xrRrrRfiT 

*6T.«1T. 2397 frrfPj 17 1994 gTTT 

% Prt trr?q^^?r Ttoi^ % 

SZfl^HTq' 13^ StRiTJW ?r ^TTTT t 

Pfftf^'^3- '-fRr R‘ 3TifPT' % siRmff ■ % ■ % 

?rT% ^ «fV; 

tfsttut ?rftj^'«nr ^ srpTrl ttitit 'pI 
aitjg- 29 Rrh^t, 1994 ^ i3T?T^a- !?r2T ^ «flr; 

iiflT: KrTyRnw "iR, mrj ,6 ^ .^jnr. (i) .% 

^ ^ . 

jftr %?jfPT H73TTT *PT i?w fiTftj TT ftr«rn: 

^Riy h ^ «iii I ^ Pp 

ti ^ THTifPr ■% 

(rfyn^ *171 f^iHi ,'^i'ti j. 

?i?T:, 5R-, %vifPr?rwnR, ^ sifErPTmT 
grmTT (i) sm snrfr spr sptPt wr^ 
f0[, ^frqorr ttcR t Pp W srfirgw ^ #pft 
M PrPrtw viRt ■giEiPT % siRrir ^ 

I '>11(11 

nk ^^jfPr^RTR, 13W EfRT iR OTSIRT {4) 
ITTT ST^TT mpRFff *PT srak gir, (TlR ^ 

Rr??T Wt I ^ «j;f^ ^ ^ niftppR 

%^?R«PR R Prf^rT SRfPT mfV ^ 

lifwT STURT "PR'TkTr^r RrPkir R Prf^ 
^;— 




'1^5T:kT^, 


^TW: ^feroTT 

'TPT 

ITspEtr ^;T?rattT 

*t. fipWT. -- ----- 

*TR TrfflflTT 

I 

3 3 

4 .S 6 


13 




da 

00 

10 

■ ‘6 2 

15 

00 

11 

13 

16 

00 

10 

00 

25 

00 

04 

05 

■ 14 




10 

00 

oi 

2G 


fNo. R-310I5/44/93-OR-I] 
K.C KATOCH, Under Sccy. 










1 

2 3 

4 

5 e 

rtpTPTT 

16 337 

00 

■ 00 32 ‘ 

Etjlfrd 

ftrsrl ; 

<7717 

: ’^rfilTcTT 

fireTiT 

08 108 




10 

- 00 

07 59 

tTTlnT 

■ 62 01 





0 (.1 

0 2 2 8 


fir^TT; fipft'pr 'rTw; ^fvWJir 

fJTGfsrnj 

80 72 




18 

00 

0 5 Ob 


91 4 8 




3 

0 0 

0 9 ;t 0 


y (HI 0 0 0 3 

nnx*< t'-i 82 

10 00 0(5 88 

12:1 

3 no 02 28 

fTWSrt 41 IS 


5 

00 

00 

83 

0 

0 0 

9 

.36 

44 




3 

00 

02 

78 

8 

00 

•, 03 

■ .36 

1,3 

00 

0 3 

79 

1 8 

00 

to 

12 

1 9 

00 ■ 

02 

53 


22/3 00 02 78 

23 00 00 25 


3 3 8 6 



1 5 

0 0 

0 1 

26 


10 

0 0 

0 1 

77 

3iEH7 

4 4 14 

22 

00 

06 

07 


22 2 4 

a 0 

0 0 

0 9 

1 1 


34 

0 

00 

06 

68 


[ww mr, 31015/4l/93-3ft7m-I’ (iTtl)] 
T. Tiif, 'F^N', 7m 


s.of. 1Z48 . —W ht;i-c(is by ihe iioiificaiion of ihc 
Government of India in tbe Ministry of Ptlrok'Uni and 
Natural Gas Nl>. S.O. 2397, dattd the 17th September, 1994 
issued under sub-section (Oof sec lion 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minemls Pipelines (Acquisition of Right ''f User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 196 ') hereinafter referred to as the said Act, 
the Central Government declared its intention to acquire the 
right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification for the purpc'se of laying pipeline for the 
transport of petroleum: 

And whereas the copies of the saj,.! Gazette notifleation 
were matte available to the public on the 29th September, 1994; 

And whereas the Competenl Authority in inirsuancc of sub¬ 
section G) of section 6 of the said Act, has made his report to 
Ihe Central Governracnl; 

And whereas the Central Government after considering the 
said report is satlslled that the right of user in the lands 
specifled ill the Schedule appended to this notification should 
be acquired: 

Now, thcixfore, in c.'lercisc of the powers conferred by 
sub-sec lion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central Govern¬ 
ment hereby declares that the right of user in the lands specified 
in the Schedule appended to this notification arc hereby 
acquired; 

And further in exercise of the powers conferred by the sub¬ 
section (4) of the said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall ins tcad of 
vesting in the Central Government, vest, free from allencum- 


brances, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited :- 

SCHEDULE 



Tehsil ;Revvaii District :Rewari State : Haryana 

Name of Village Had bast 
No, 

Mustatccl/ Area 

Killa No. — 

Hectare Are Cen- 
tiare 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Chang 

.238 

13 






6 

00 

10 

62 



15 

00 

11 

13 



16 

00 

10 

88 



25 

00 

04 

05 



14 






10 

00 

01 

26 

Tchsil ;Rohtak Ui&tticl : 

Rohtak 

State :HaiAana 


RuUana 

16 

337 

00 

06 

32 

Tehsil; Oohana District ; Sonepat 

State : Llaiyana 


1 


3 

4 

.5 - 

6 

Bhainswal 

68 

108 




RalariMithan 







10 

00 

07 

59 

Kayat 

62 

61 






9 

00 

02 

28 
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Tehsil; Panipat 

District 

: Panipat State 

: Haryana 


Bowona Lakhu 

86 

72 






— 

00 

05 

06 



18 




Kayaih 

91 

48 






— 

00 

09 

36 



3 




Shahpur 

89 

20 






—__ 

00 

00 

03 



9 




Karad 

64 

92 






10 

00 

06 

83 



122 






— 

00 

02 

28 



3 




Kalkha 

41 

18 






— 

00 

06 

83 



5 






6 

00 

09 

36 



44 






__ - 

00 

02 

78 



3 






8 

00 

09 

36 



13 

00 

03 

79 



18 

00 

10 

12 



19 

00 

02 

53 



22/2 

00 

02 

78 



23 

00 

00 

25 

Sutana 

23 

66 






— 

00 

01 

26 



15 




.. 


16 

00 

01 

77 

Untla 

44 

14 






-- 

00 

06 

07 



22 




Asaii Khurd 

22 

24 






— 

00 

09 

11 



22 






34 






— 

00 

06 

58 


2 


[NO. R-31015/41/93-O.R-I (Part-I)) 
K.C KATOCH, Under Secy. 

IQ 

243T^^T, 1995 

^,WT.1249> 

'iHT^TT^ (vjfiT Jr w 

?rfkf^, 1962 (l962 ^ 50) SrKT 3 aft 
;3qum {1) ^ >infpT ^ ^ sffr ^rr^ir % 73^q^ 
W 3j. 3, (ii) % 'J'S ^r. 2840 ^ 

2842 >nlR 2844 JT 2846 Jf inplfW HITOI RTVn: % 

^.OT. 1953 1954 HTdnr 13 

1994 sm ^ Jf *r^g;<fV Jt 

TT 4ft ^ *ft ■■ 

!ftT ^TCTTR 4ft amrrft it Jl? TO ^ ^ 


t f% TTJTO Jf ^ 4Tfir^(TO % srvTin^ Jr 
4ft ^ 4f t I 

TO:, TO «<4>K ^ ^rRrflTO 4ft HTTO 3 

4ft !3WRT ( l) inr 5TTO 4Tf4TOt 4?! TOW 471^ 

^4" wftr^'umf Jr ^tro Jf fWJrftpr ^ Jr 
imtTO 4fn(?ft ^ ;— 

'^'S 2840 J 

*lfa^[TOT ?f.4rT.*TT. 1953 4ft % 

??T«T 1 % jft^ TO 4rr 4T<T "tot” ^ TO4 'TT 
"tot” it I 

FTT=VT 2 ^ 5ft% TO7T 4. 515 % RTTO 
TOtT 4 Jr " 21 " % FTO TT " 12 ” 4 ^ I 

■pS 2841 

^rjg^ft % ^!5 Tvt 1 Jr :ft% To 44 To "TOttt” 

% TC "«ftTOT” <1? I 

?TOT 2 Jr rft^ 4rrm rr’. 2081 % ?frt:^ 
4 Jr “ 17 ” % ^«TO TT " 47 " q^‘ I 

2842 

Jr ^rrpff 1 Jr fft% 4rr trr^ 4rr rmr “4r?r:^r" 
Jr ?«rTrT 4T “4r'tT^'’ q-f I 

^ TT. 2844 

^‘^[TOT ?r’.4:T.4TT, 1954 4ft iT^frft Jr 
2 Jr TOr TOU ft. "484" Jr ?TO q< "584” 
«T^' I 

fjes ?t. 2845 

?TOT TOtt 1 Jr To 4rT »TrJT "qt«n3!n" Jr 

IT “RTOm” q? I 

PTWT ?twrr 3 Jf TO f4r4T?ft Jr rfror »t. 634 
^ mq% " 0 " % 'PTO qr " 1 ” q| 1 
^TOT TOn 5 ^ TO fJra'^?ft Jr ft. 846 
Jr " 78 ” Jr RTO qx " 28 ” q? 1 

TOtt 4 Jr fft% To % ^tr ft. 
927 Jr RTf^ " 00 ” Jr RTO qx " 02 ” qf I 
TOTT 4 % rftJr to fjrqq^ft Jr fSIRTT ft. 
929 Jr TOR " 02 ” Jr PTO WK “og” qf I 

^ it, fRR4ft TOR rjqTOrr R?ftTO orrtt 
fw TOt, fisqqT 4ft| ®Tf4R ^R TO^RT Jr TOt 
fJriT TO Jr wfttr ftR Jr fftflT ^44 TOTOq 4ft HTiq 
5 4ft rjqTjTcr (i) Jr TOTO Jr wq^RR rtr K^fq Jr 
RT^ qr fJr^ft RTqJrqTRfRftTft'f^pTJtqTRRqq: 
Jr fJ:^ TOto qrr TOfR fJrtr TO Jr fRf®R Jf 
TOffq qrr r^rt i 

R T gJty< R :- w RftrjTO Jr arr^r ^tJfftfTO viffpff 

^rotR/TOTT R. 4^ TOR ^ R4R RfTOqq 

^ TOT 5 4ft RqTOT (l) Jr ffRTOt Jr 4T^TO 





»TrarTTTnrnr ■■ e, logs/^urm le, is 17 


16S9 


frr ^ ^r^rftr ^rrcfir 

t fW«?r XfW^ % JrW»R % TiRTcT 

'sprar Tt 3w*tr ^ ft uipfr t 1 

[^t. «nT-31015/44/93-?ft.'inT.-l('n3-I)] 

"F^, ^PTT ?rf«r^ 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 24th April, 1995 

S.O. 1249,—Whereas by the notiflcation of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 1953 and S.O. 1954, dated the 13th August, 1994, pub¬ 
lished in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Suo-section 
(ii), at pages 2842 to 2844 and 2846 to 2847 issued under 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe¬ 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 
Of 1962), the Central Government gave notice of its intention 
to acquire the lands specified in the Schedule appended to 
that notification; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the Official Gazette; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powirs conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby amends the Schedule appended to these 
notifications as follows :— 

In notification No. S.O. 1953, at page 2843, In village 
Dhanari against Khasra No. 208711911, in column 5, for 0’ 
read ‘04’, against Khasra No. 1942, in column 4 for ‘0’ 
read ‘09’; 

00 ' : 

In notificatio No. S.O. 1954, at page 2846, in village 
Tartoli against Khasra No, 391, in column 4, for ‘90’ read 
’ 00 '; 

Any person interested in any land in respect of which 
the above amendments have been issued may within twenty 
one days of the issue of this notification, object in writing 
to the acquisition of the whole or any part of the said 
land or any right In or over such land in terms of sub-section 
(1) of section 5 of the said Act. 

Explanation.—In respect of the lands, Khasra Nos, and area 
amended through this notification only the said 
period of twenty one days in terms of sub¬ 
section (1) of section 5 of the said Act starts 
running from the date the notification is made 
available to the public after publication in 
the Official Gazette. 

[No, R-31015/44/93-OR-I(Pt.-I)] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

Tlf 24 *1^, 199.S 

1:1.^1. 1250.—tfK'FK ^ 

wfJiw quMHUi ('fjPr 5r wftir % 5ifkiT^ in 
iq fil ' PiUH , 1962 (l962 m so) nTnET 

li^T w %) srnr 6 i5V 
( 1 ) irdhr :srrfr »TTOr % TTsm % iiin-‘2 
(ii) ^ 7:5 ffwrr 5259 % 6270 
«IT H m ft iff HTW ^mnr % 
ifff njmm i?r in.*iT.^. 3551 , mtln 


31 1994 SKT f%nT ft: ^rfe- 

wftn % (iftfinT ^ ?r^<T 'JfT’TT 

•^1%; 

?fhc nnnT ift ^nmn^ ^ n? tamn w 

^ Pc ww if nmftm :3in Tife^ni 

Iflfiltll I; 

:3itT ift snrr 

6 ift ^RT ( 1 ) ffiG tnliinf irr jm^rr 

tsin n fnRf^rftrn 

^ # WfWn IRfft t: 

nS I 

•JtSRinT 5269 : H'ffGdl itn % 2 % IftfSRfr 

n. " 66 ’’ % Rinr it "ee, 67" 

1? I 

(fir fr nemt, srftjPrim ifV stitt 
6 1^1 :mRT ( 4 ) nqfT irftfficff m initn ir^ 
{IT, ^ I Pf :3in 15517 ^ t :3nq>»T 

m iiftinni: nrinT: iir ^ JHim 

wft ^ ^ 5riqfr 

fTTfnsf Sr Ftnr 1 

31015/2/94-1Tt5IK l] 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 1995 

S.O. 1250.—Whereas by the nptlfication of the Government 
of India, Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Clas No. S.O. 
3551, dated the 31st December, 1994, published In the Gazette 
of India, Pan II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii), at pages 5259 
to 5281 issued pnder sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act. 1962 (50 of 1962) (hereinafter referred 
to as the said Act), the Central Government declared that 
the right of user in the land specifielld in the schedule append¬ 
ed to the notiflcation for the purpose of laying pipelines for • 
the transport of petroleum should be acquired; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred in (he publication of the said notification in 
the Gazette; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the said 
notific.ition as follows :— 

at page 5273, in village Kabnori, against killa no. 19/1, 
in column 6, for ’3’ read ’36’, in village Ahrl, against 
killa no. 7/1, in column 6, for ‘O' read ‘05’, in 
village Dadanpur, against killa no. 4, in column 6, 
for ‘18’ read ‘81’; in column 1. for the word 
•’Palungi" read "Polungi” ; 

at pBM 5277, in vlllagO Polungi, in column 3, before 
klla BO. 7 insert Mustateel No. 7, 

at page 5278, In village Jaull, hi column 6, against kUla 
no, 7, for '56' wad ‘26’. 

at page 5279, in yfllage larana, in columo 2, JoT Hadbait 
No. ’66* pawl *66, 67'. 
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at pa^c 5280, In column T, for the word ‘Sultana’ rcad- 
'Sutana'. 

And, further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of Uie said section, the Central Government hereby 
directs that the right of user in the said lands shall instead 
of vesting In the Central Government, Vest free from all 
cncumhrances in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

INo. R*31015|2l94-OR-1] 
K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 24th April, 1995 

S.O. 1251,—Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas No. 
S.O. 2686, dated 08th October, 1994, published in the Gazetie 
of India, Part n. Section 3, Sub-section (ilj at page 4202 
issued imder sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government gave notice 
of its intention to acquire the land specilied in the Schedule 
appended to the notification ; 

And, whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central Government that certain errors of printing nature 
have occurred in the publication of the said notification in 
the Official Gazette ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby amends the Schedule appended to the 
said notifications as follows :— 

at page 4202, in village Manohaipur, in column 2, for 
Khasra No. ‘8116’ read ‘8126’; 

Any person inteiested in any land in respect ol which the 
above amendment has been issued may within twenty one 
days of the issue of this notification, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the w^hole or any part of the said land or any 
right in or over such land in terms of sub-section (1) of sec¬ 
tion 5 ot the said Act. 

Explanaiion,—In respect of Khasra No, amended through 
this notification only, the said period ot twenty 
one days in terms of sub-section (1) of section 
5 of the said Act starts running from the 
date the notification is made available to the 
public after publication in the Official Gazette. 

[No, R-31015/44/93-OR-I(Pt.-I)l 

K. C, JC\TOCII, Under Secy. 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 24th April, 199.5 

S.O. 1252.—^Whereas by Ihe notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Alinistiy of Petroleum and Natural 
Gas No. S.O. 3552, dated 3i!it December, 19^4, published 
in the Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section fii), 
at pages 5283 to 5284, issued under sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of 
Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central 
Government gave notice of its intention to acquire the land 
.specified in the Schedule appended to that notification; 

And whereas, it has been brought to the notice of the 
Central GoNcrnmcnt that certain cnoj-s of printing nature 
liavc ocourred in the publication of the said notification in. 
(he Official Gazette ; 

h ihcrcforc, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Ccqlral 
Government hereby Amends (he Schedule appended to ihe 
said potificatioijs as follows :— 

at page 5284, in village Tulwad Sarviland Momaipur, 
against Khasra No, 1434, in column 6, for ‘06’ 
■rea<L‘60’; 


And further In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central Govern¬ 
ment licrcby directs that the right of user in the said lands 
stiall instead of vesting in llie Central Government. Vest 
free from all encumbrances in the Indian Oil Corporation 
Limited. 

[No. R-31015/44/93-0^1 (Pt. 1)] 

. K. C. KATOCH, Under Secy. 


wnEtnr 'sik qfwT TvTTTr R?rPT£r 
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1956 ( 1956 ^ 102) KUTT 3 ^ 
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if, tTFET 3 qY (TTOTEt (I) % 
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ET^riRi XtYE RfarfR ERft ?T«T!fr :— 

“28. ’JERETET ffT?, 

RaHlri'W, 

qfenEn, i' ’ 

[ET. «eV-1 IOI 3/7/95-17R0 ^0 (^0 >sfto)] 

^ERi wfWRt 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 18th April, 1995 

S.O. 1253,—^Whereas in pursuance of the provisions of 
clause (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the IndiM 
Mcdicid Council Act. 1956 (102 of 1956) Dr, Gurpartap Singh. 
Dean, Faculty of Medicine and Principal Government Medical 
College, Patiala has been elected by the Senate of the Punjabi 
University to be a member of ihe Medical Council of India 
with effect from the 26lh November, 1994. 


Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clau'c (b) of sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Infiian 
Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central 
Govciument hereby mates the followiqg further amenttoents 
in the notification of Government of India m the MimsW 
of Health published under S.O, No. 138, dated tho 9th 
January, 1960, namely 

In tho said notification, under the hcadinfi "olec^ un^ 
clause (b) of ^ul?^ctioa (1) of section .3, for sdial number 
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28 and entry relating there'o, the following serial number 
and entry shall be substituted, namely :— 

“28. Dr. Gurpartap Singh, 

Principal, 

Government Medical College, 

Patiala, 

Punjab.” 

[No. V-11013|7|9.^-ME(UG)] 

S. K, MISHRA, Desk Officer 

Tnn: srk RwmR' 

(^miT f^nrm f^pi) 

10 1995 

^.iRT. 1254—TDraT?r (rr 
% RtfRl) fWT, 1976 % 
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fddRcrrTEflTT rrin; % tJeTCt ^?r % RtJcTtn: 

dir, ^ dT ?rrd 

9:?=^ 9:x fddT t, drtxfv t I 

[RW f-1101 1 / 6 / 88 -f^] 

■^dTR * 1519 , fd^'R'h (tMdl'tl ) 

MINISTRY OF CIVIL AVIATION & TOURISM 
(DepaTilment of Civil Aviation) 

New Delhi, the lOlh April, 1995 

S.O. 1254.—In pLirsuancc of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 of 
the OJlic al l.anguaees (Use for the Official purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 19.76 the Central Goverament hereby notifie.s 
the office of Amritsar Station of Air India, Noithcrn Region, 
imdci- tl;e admini.stralivo control of Ministry of Civil Ar'ia- 
tinn and Tourism (Department of Civil Aviation), the staff 
of which have acquiied the working knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. E-1101)|6|88-Hindi] 
RAGHUNATH SAHAI, Director (O.L.) 


tierrdff 


df 2 4 Rffff, 19 05 


4. RfTdffT PT,T!tsj^ 

5 . RgTW ^WdffT-II ffrdJvfff, 

6. fdf^edT dddfdff, 

7. ?d7rd, larftdivIT 
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9. ^ ddTITd 

5(d'Cd (dddld ddd) : 
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ddd'fdd, dtdt 

11. dmddr ?5frfdTT, TfWt 

1 2. d^dd? d?d Mdrdl srfdddfr ^RlfT 

didfrd 

[d. %^'9 5/ci.Rr, 1 / 12 / 1 ] 

tTd.o;. d. d^d, 

MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 
(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 24th April, 1995 

S.O. 1255.—In pursuance of sub-RuIes (2) and (4) of 
Rule 10 of the Official Langirago (Use for the Official pur¬ 
poses of the Union) Rules, 1976, the Ministry of Railway* 
(Railway Board) hereby notify the following Offices of 
Northern and Eastern Railways, where the stuff have acquired 
the working knowledge of Hindi ;—> 

NORTHERN RAILWAY (FEROZEPUR DIVISION) 

1. Railway Station, Phagwara 

2. Office of the Senior Medical Supdt., Jullandhar 
Cantt, 

3. Railway Station Jullandhar Cantt. 

4. Office of the Assistant Engineer-I, Ferozepur 

5. Office of the Assistant Engineer-II, Ferozepur 

6. Office of the Ch’ef Medical Supdt,, Ferozepur 

7. Railway Station, Dhandari Kalan 

8. Railway Station, Moga 

9. Railway Station, Jagraon. 

EASTERN RAILWAY (DHANBAD DIVISION) : 

10. Office of the Senior Divisional Electric Engineer 
(Rolling Stock Traction), Oomoh 

11. Assistant Engineer, Gomoh 

12. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer. 
Hazaribagh Road. 

[No, Hindi-95/OL-I/12i^l] 
S.A.A. ZAIDI, Secy., Railway Board 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1995 

SO 1256—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industr'al Tribunal (No. D, Bombay as shown in the Annex- 
ure ill the Industrial Dispute between the employe«rs m rela¬ 
tion to thj management of Air India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 7-4-1995. 

[No. L-11012/4/91-TR (Misc.)/IR. (Coal-I)] 
BRAT MOHAN. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BFFORE THE CEN'ERAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, BOMBAY 

PRESENT : 

Shri lustice R, G. Sindhakar, Presiding Officer 
Reference No. CGIT.74 of 1992 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the mnnagement of Air India. 
AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES ; 


6. 1995/VAISAKHA 16, 1917 [Part II—Se;. 3(ii)] 

5. The management has filed written stntemcnl challeng¬ 
ing the allega'ions made by the workman in the course of 
his statement of claim. At the out set it 's contended that 
the aoTon has been taken in May 1984 and after a long 
period of 6 years and for which no explanation is given 
the dispute has been raised. This delay itself, according to 
the management, is sufficient to reject the reference. 

6. It i.s ‘.hen stated that he was appointed on probation 
in December 1978 and his work was not satisfactory so far 
’as attendance vvas concerned during the first half ijf the 
probationary period. He was required to be cautioned to 
show improvement in attendance and when it was found 
that there was some improvement he wa-S confirmed with 
effect from 1-6-1979. In spite of this his attendance continu¬ 
ed to be iri'crnlar ncccssituting warning letters given to him. 

7. The management issued chargctilieet in this particidar 
ease and held an enquiry which viiis fa'r, proper and in 
accordance with the principles of natural justice and he also 
pleaded guiky to the charge in that enquiry and thereafter 
the adverse report made by the Enquiry Officer lO the Com¬ 
petent Authority came to be accepted and penalty imposed. 
'Thus ir is the contention of the management that the punish¬ 
ment awarded should not be d'stmlied while .submitting that 
the same was warranted in view of the past condnc’ of 
the dclinqucm employee who was required to be punished 
earlier for similar misconduct, and dealt with len'cnTy be¬ 
cause of his assurance that he would improve his conduct. 
It is also .submitted that the enquiry was directed by Com- 
lielcnl Authority and even; otherwise that would not vitiate 
ultimate! 'action taken which has been taken by n Compc’ent 
Authority. 


For the Management—Shri A. Kulkarni, Advocate. 8. .Subiji'ssions have been made on either side. 


For the Workmen.—Shri Yelkar, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY ; Airlines STATE : Maharashtra. 

Bombay, dated the 27,th day of March, 1995 
AWARD 

Government of India, Ministry of Labour has referred 
dispute mentioned in schedule below for adjudication under 
section lO(lXd) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. 

"Whether the action of the management of Air India 
in terminating the services of Mr. S. R. Pande. 
Loader, St. No. 6717 of Grounds Services Dept, 
with effect from 31st May, 1984 Ls legal and 
justified 7 If not, to wlmf relief the concerned work¬ 
man is entitled to ?” 

2. Admitted position is that Shri Pande, the workman 
came to be employed as Loader by order dated 21-12-1978 
on the establLsbme'nt of Air India. He was appointed on 
proba'ion inilially and later confirmed. 

3. By chargeshoet dated 24th February, 1984, he was 
charged with a ‘misconduct’ consisting of habitual absence 
without permission for 93 days. His explanation was called 
for and found not satisfactory, enquiry was directed. At' 
the end of the enquiry, during which he admitted the charge, 
he was held guilty of misconduct and the Competent 
Authority accepted the findings of the Enquiry Officer and 
imposed penalty and it is this that he ha.s challenged' by filing 
statement of claim. 

4. In the statement of claim filed he con'ends that the 
Depwy Director, Ground Services was not competent to 
initiate departmental proceedings and therefore, (be action 
takeh pursuant to that enquiry and its findings is bad, illegal, 
void-ab-initio. He therefore, on that ground prays for 
setting ashle that order. Ele has also con'ended that the 
termination order is bad on the ground that it is a case 
of victimisation, based on pa'enlly false and tnimped up 
allegations of absence without leave. According to him, 
cnqitiry was not conducted in accordance with the principles 
of n'afnral justice and with undue haste. He has also con¬ 
tended that it was not proper and fair and that the Enquiry 
Offleer’.s findings are perverse. According to him. having 
regard to the nature of alleged and proved misconduct, the 
penalty is shockingly dispro'portionate. 


9. The admitted po.sition is that the delinquent employee 
was chargc'sheetcd for misconduct consisting of habitual 
absence without permission for 93 days. This misconduct 
is mentioned in Clause 42(vi). 'Pliat is '‘Absence without 
leave or overstaying the sanctioned leave without sufflcicni 
tTOimJs or proper or .s'atlsfactory explanation or absence 
fi'om the employcehs appoiniicrl place or work wi'diout per- 
lu’ssion or sufficient cause”. This charge was enquired into 
by the Enquiry Officer and it is evident from the copy of 
The proceedings that he was explained (hat charge a copy 
()1 which he had already received and thereafter asked 
whether he had given any explanation and ho told the 
Enquiry Officer that ho had. Thereafter he was asked 
w bethel' he wished to say anything in 'addition to what he 
had stated in his cisplanation .ind to which he replied “1 
admii the charge mentioned in the letter No, OS|06-01|3] 17 
dated 24:h February, 1984,” Thereafter he was again asked 
wheth^i- he w.'w ‘admitting that charge voluntarily and without 
inducemeriii or coorc'on from anybody and the reply is 
"Yes. 1 admit the charge of my own free will”. It appears 
that thereafter in spite of this admission the Committee 
thought it proper 'o verify correctness of the details of the 
absence without permission mentioned in the chargeshect as 
recorded by the Time Office and accordingly Mrs. Muley, 
Office Asst. Tim© Office was called in to give evidence. She 
was asked ‘o make statement of facts relating to the charge 
which was read over to her and she mad® that statement on 
the basis of record availiablc in the Time Oflice and con- 
fiims,! that Shri Pande was absent from work for 92 days 
■as detailed in Ihe chargesheet. She addei.! that he was absent 
in addition on 31st October 1983. She, thereafter, stated 
ihat Shri Pande has not regularised his absence for all those 
93 days. Thereafi'er, Slrri Pande wu.s given opp'rlunity to 
cros.s-e.’uimine her and he declined and thereafter. Mrs. Muley 
was di.scli'arged. 

in. The Enquire Officer then gave an opportunitv to 
.Sliri Pane to make a final statement and' he did that. FIc 
gave .somo reasons tor his absence but did not dispute the 
tact of his absence. At the end of his enquiry. Enquiry 
Officer made a report 'anti Shri Pande was given an oppor¬ 
tunity to giv; his say which he did and tPen the penalty 
was imi-iosed. It is difficult to appreciate much less accept 
Ihe contention of the delinquent employee that he was not 
given a fair opportunity to defend himself, that there was 
undue ha.ste in conducting the enquiry and that principles 
of natural justice were violated. To me it appeals that 
there was a fair, proper and legal enquiry and he has 
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admiUed the allegation made against him and which allega¬ 
tion amounicd to misconduct. The punishment that have been 
awarded to him cannot be questioned on tbait ground. 

11. It is now contended that the enquiry was not initiated 
by a Competent Atithority. It was thp Oeputy Director, 
Ground Services, wiio uppoinied tire hnquiry Coniimitcc 
after giving him a chargesheet and calling upon him to ex^ 
plam. Shri Shelgiri, Asst. Admmistrativc Ollicer Ground 
Services Depaitnicnl, NlFl’C was the Enquiry Officer. The 
dehnqiieni employee was a Loader, he was appointed by 
an order signed by Personnal Officer, Recruitment and 
Dcvolopmeiit of jCr India. It was comninnicalcd to htmi 
to the Controller, Ground Handling Department. Iho Deputy 
Director had in.tiatcd the enquiry. 1 do not see how it 
could be urged that initiation of that enquiry was not proper 
and leg.d. As,summg for a moment that it was not shown 
even their the aciioii taken against him cannot be said to 
have 'oeen vitiated. Initiation by an Authori.y lower than 
appoiininu Authority is held to be legid and all tliat is neces¬ 
sary is (iiiat the dismissal or removal cannot be by bn 
Auihorily subordinate to appointuifi Authority. This is 
a view taken.by the Supreme Court of India in Transport 
Commissioner, Madras, FoLUioner Vs. A.R.K. Moorthy. 
Respondeni,, 1.995 1 CLR 377. In yoi anotiier decision ol 
the Higli Court of Bombay in the case, Day'ashaiikar Singh, 
Fe.itioner, Vs. Umon of Ind a and Ovs., Respondents report¬ 
ed m 1992 11 CLR 107, the High Court helj that the ap- 
poitiinieiit of petitioners was by Assistant Sccitriiy Officers 
and the order of removal was passed by Senior Security 
Officer who was superior in rank to tire As.st. Security Officer 
and therefore vahu. In substance, appointment of an En- 
quhy Officer hy a person lower in rank than the appointing 
authoriuy or the authority competent to remove will not 
in any event affect tlic ulliniate di.sciphnary action taken. 
All that is necessary is that the action of the authority must 
be taken by a Competent Authority and it should be preced¬ 
ed by a domestic cnqtriry which should bo fair and in oc- 
cordanee with ihc principles of natural justice. In my opinion, 
that has been done in this case and no fault could be found 
rvith the same. 1 nuist also mention, because it has been 
so urged, that ih.'i is for the lirst lime ihaf the delinquent 
cmplojee 's i-aising this contention and he never said any¬ 
thing about it during the entire enquiry proceedings and 
irvcii therc'af er, when he was given an opportunity to show 
cause why penalty should not be inflated and even after 
inflicting the penalty when he chose to prefer an appeal 
ugaiiisi that ’action, 

12. 1 also find that there is no merit hi the coutcniioii 
that i. was nccestrary that the Senior Deputy ControUsr,' 
Ground Handling to direct an enquiry and that Deputy 
Controller in Gromid Handling could not have done so. The 
relevant regulations have been referred ;o and more parti¬ 
cularly reference to schcdule-I Disciplinary and Appelluie 
Authority is made. .So far as the Ground Handling Depart¬ 
ment is concerncti it is teen that the Controller, Ground 
Handling is Competent Authority so for us employees not 
above the grade of Asst. Engineering Manager or its equi¬ 
valent. So far as Senior Deputy Controller, Ground Handl¬ 
ing i.s concerned it al^o speaks of an employe© not above the 
grade of Clerk or its equivalent. T IherEforc, lind that' 
it would not be correct to .say that the Deputy Director was 
incompetent to initiate the departmenlvd proceedings. 

13. There is mily one more poin,'. that remains to be 
considered and that is with regard to penalty impt.scd. It 
has been submilted that it is shockingly disproportionate 
Penalty has to be commensurate with the gravity of the 
charge. It is '11113 that while imposing pon'ahy the pad con-, 
duct has to be taken not© of and in this particular case 
T lini.1 I’hiit the delinquent employee'.s nnsconducit consisted 
of remaining absent without' permission for a period of 93 
days. It is cdso noted by the Disciplinary Authority that 
he was in the h’abit of remaining absent without permission 
and on the earlier occasion had to be dealt with depart- 
mcntally for his absence for 74- days. That was during; 
Dccenilicr 1981 to September 1982. When churged with 
’bis misconduct he accepted the .'rllegafions and prayed for' 
pardon, On his assurance that he w'Oiild not rnlsbehave a 
lenient view ■wa.s taken and punishment of teduction by two 
stages in the lime ccale of pay for a ■period of one vear 
effective 1-1-1983 was given. This had no salutary effect 


on him and he again remained absent for 93 days during 
December 1982 and December 1983. It is with this back 
ground tirat the Disciplmary Authority thought and that too 
after giving him 'an opportunity to show qpiisc that penalty of 
removal from service was ctdlcd for and imposed the same. 
In iny view it cannot be said that it is disproportionate 10 
the graviiy of misconduct more particulary in view of his past 
j'ceord much less can it be said that it is shockingly dispro- 
portion.atc requiring intervention in this reference. 

14. f therefore, find that the action of the management in 
terminating tht service of Shri Pande is legal and juslilied and 
he is not entitled to any delitl 

.'vntird accordingly. 

R. G. SINDHAKAR, Presiding Officer 

f?^, 10 19 ft 5 
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New Delhi, the 10th April, 1995 

S.O. 1257.—Tn pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
D.spikes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cenind Government 
hereby piiblishe.s (lip uw'ard of (he Central Governmonl 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay No. 2 as shown in tlie Amiexure, 
indusii'ial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Soiiih Central Railway, Secunderabad and 
their workmen, which wa.s received by tlic Centrrd Govern¬ 
ment on '10-4-1995. 

[No. L-41012/13/90-1R (DU)] 

P. J. MICAEL, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

PRESENT ; 

Shri S. B. Panse, Presiding Ofiieci. 

Reference No. CGIT-2,/32 of 1990 

Employer.s in relation to tlie management of South 
Central Railway, Secunderabad, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers—Mr. M. S. M. Shastry, Represen¬ 
tative. 

1 - 1 ) 1 ' the Workmen—Mr. 1., R, Shiivalknr, Representative. 
Bombay, the 16th March, 1995 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi 
by its letter No. E-4J0I2/U/90-1R (DU) dated 19-10-90 
has referred to ihc following industrial dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation ill (be terms mentioned below : 

SCHEDULE 

“Wheiuei the action of the management of South 
Central Railway through the General Manager, 
Soiitli Central Railway, Secunderabad. Andhra 
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Pradesh in terminating the services of Shri Edwin 
Gomes, Asstt. Station Master, Sanvordem Railway 
Station w.e.f. iO-6-1982 is justified ? 11 not, to 
v.hat relief the said workman is entitled T’ 

2. Shri Edwin Gomes was appointed to the Railway service 
by tile General Manager, West of India Portuguese Guaran¬ 
teed Railway Co. Ltd., Marmugao Harbour as Telegraph 
Trainee on 1-11-1957. Later on he was promoted as the 
Asset, otaiion Master, In 1961 the West ot India Portu¬ 
guese Railway portion was taken over by Indian Government 
and the Stall was absorbed. The Applicant obtained a NO 
OiilECriON centiica.o dated 25-11-77 from Iho General 
Manager, Secunderabad to go abroad. He was tiansferred 
to banvordem station, lie applied for 30 days leave from 
5-7-79 to 4-8-79 and it was sanciioned. On 4-7-79 he sent 
a letter to Divisional Personnel Oflicer/Hubli praying for 
3b month-s leave whirh was not replied. On 25-7-79 lie 
communicated to the Diiisional Persomiel OUicev his iuten- 
tion to absent on 36 mouths leave and to go abroad. He 
gave the necessary address of abroad as Edwin Gomes C/o 
Mrs. A. D. Pomandes, P.O. Box 9008, Ahmadi Kuwait. 
The workman did not receive any letter from the Opponent 
railway al that address at any time, 

3 . On 19-7-82 the applicant reported for duty ai Sauvor- 
dem station but he was not allowed to take the charge. 

He came to know that he was tciminatcd from the services. 

He made correspondence with the Hubli Office and made 
appeals to dfferent authorities but he was not replied to 
Ultimately he approached the Railway Ministry through 
the Goa M.P. Shri Eduardo Felciro and for the first time 
the Applicant got a written information that he was removed 
from the service. He also got the copies oi the disciplinary 
proceedings and the removal order on 3-3-89. He prefer¬ 
red a representation against these orders on 30-3-89 but 
tailed to get consideration. 

4. The Applicant contended that the action of the manage¬ 
ment Railway of terminailng him from services being absent 
is wl.hout any justification and is again,st the Rule 2014- 
II. He conicnded that his removal is against the principles 
of natural justice. He was not given reasonable opportunity 
to defend himself, 

5. The Applicant contended that he may bo reinstated 
in service with full back wages w.e.f. 19-7-82 when he repor¬ 
ted to the duty at the Sanvordem station with other reliefs. 

6 . The Railway administration, employer by its written 
statement lE-xh. 4) resisted the claim. It is contended (hat 
the workman initially obtained leave for 30 days and later 
on the workman was absent from duty wiihout any sanction. 
As per the procedure the departmental enquiry was initiat¬ 
ed against him and the action for removal was 
sugges.ed. It was accepted by the General Manager after 
giving the report and ultimately he was removed from the 
service. It is asserted that while taking action against him 
the management tried to serve the chargeshcct to the las. 
known address but all the conespondenco came buck with 
an endorsement left and gone abroad, It is denied that 
the workman applied for 36 months leave and got it sanctioned. 
It is also denied that he sent his address of abroad to the 
employer before leaving or at any later date. It is conten¬ 
ded that there is no justification in the claim of the workm’an 
and it deserves to be dismissed, 

7. My Learned Predecessor framed issues at E.xh. 6. The 
issues and my findings thereon are as below . 

ISSUES FINDINGS 

1. Whether the workman had informed iho In the 

Railway Management about his foreign negative 
address, and the Railway Management had 
received it 7 

2. Whether a Railway Servant cannot be re- In the 

moved from Service unless he remains negative 
absent from duty for a continuous period 
of five years ? 

3. Whether the action of the management The action 

of South Central Railway through the is Jtisti- 
General Manager, South Central Railway, fled. 
Secunderabad, Andhra Pradesh in lermi- 
natins the services of Shri Edwin Gomes, 


Asst, Station Master, Sanvordem Railway 

Station with effect trom 10-6-1982 is justified 7 

4 . If not. to what relief the said workman Does not 

is entitled 7 survive 

5. What Award 7 As per the 

order below 

REASONS 

8 . On 25-2-90 ihe representative of liic woikmau informed 
ihe Tnminm ihai no oraf eviocnce is to be lead on benuli 
o£ tiie workman. Later on one Shri K. Venkaleswarulu, 
Senior Divi-sionai Personnel Olliccr of the South Central 
Railway, Hubli filed ins alliduvii (Exii. 3; on bchaJf or 
the railways, ft is pertinent to note tliat his nliidavit has 
an ciiuorsamcni from the representative of tlie workman 
that he docs not want to cross-examine the wilness. in 
the other words what is aifirmed by Shri Venkateswarulu 
has to be accepted to be correct one unless the same rs 
proved by the other evidence. 

9, Shri K- Venkateswaiulu afllrmcd that the workman 
Gomes, Asstt. Station Musier of Sanvordem station was 
gnintod no objection cevtiticate to visit Kuwait dining 
l/ie year 1977. He took 31 days leave from 5-7-79 to 
3-8-79. But he failed to join the duties after the expiry 
period ot leave on 5-7-79. Uc tcniaincd ansevrt unaiithori- 
bcly for a period of 3 yeais from 5-8-79. He did nol 
get his leave sanciioned nor did he follow the Railway 
medical attendance rules, A chargesheet was sent to 
his inst known addiess but was returned as undelivered, 
ifien the Disciplinary Authority nominated the Traffic 
Inspector as die Enquiry Officer to enquire into ihe 
charges levelled against the workman. The Enquiry Officer 
fixed a date of nearing as 22-2-81. An advise was sent 
to his last known address under 'acknowledgement due. 
It came biick with an endorsement that not found returned, 
back to tlic sender. Again a second chargeslicct was given 
to thi workman to attend the enquiry on 30-4-81 by registercif 
po.si, acknowledgement due. It came back with the po>'ial 
autnontios endorsement “ADDRESSEE OU f OF STAfjON 
VvlIHOUT LEAVING ADDRESS”. It is asserted lAiat the 
Enquiry Officer, exhibited .nil die charges agtiinsf the work- 
rann and then conducted the enquiry c.xp.U'.i o'.i 30-11-81. 
with the available documents and the wiine.sse.s. He 
lound Ihe workman guilty of the charges I'lamed against 
him. After the enquiry papers were senf to the General 
Manager the appointing authority of tb« workman. He 
pioposcd the publishment of removal. He was removed 
from the sedviec w.e.f, fO-b-SZ vide penalty advise No, P;T1 
227iEG!UHL dated 10-6-82. A copy of the yaid advise 
was sent to him by post to hi.s Ia.st known address came 
back with an endorsement party left for abroad and returned 
the same to the sender. Ei that advise the workman was 
asked to prefer an appeal if he choses. The workman 
-happened to file an appeal on 15-2-84, The Railway Board 
considered the apjwal and observed that the penalty of 
removal from service imposed upon the workman Gomes 
is jnstified for the serious lapse of unauthorised absence 
v/bich is proved by evidence and it rejected tbc appeal. 
The decision of the Railway Board was communicated to 
the workman on 9-5-1985. Then he m-ade as representation 
to the Assistant Labour Commissioner on 31-13-88. The 
Commissioner was also informed regarding the whole history. 

10 . Friiin the written arguments which is filed on behalf 
of tlio icprcsentative of the workman, nothing is to be seen 
by which ft can be said that tht action of the management 
while taking action against him was illegal. It also could 
not be found out that the enquiry which was held against 
(he workman was against the principles of natural jusdcc. 
It appears tliat as he was not in India and left for abroad 
nnd, he was not served with the letters. How ihe burden 
is on the wurkmkan to prove that while le-nving for abroad 
he had .sent his addre.ss to the management. In the state¬ 
ment of claim by annexure A/3 it is tried to submit lhal 
he gave the Kuwait addres.s while leaving the place. Ven- 
ka eswaruhi affirmed that the employer was not nwnre oi 
(he atkJress of the workman in Kuwait, He failed to 
the Administration informed about his where abouts ever 
after he went abroad. He affirmed tliat the workman lef 
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the place without getting his leave srmctioned. These acts 
cleanly go to show tnat tiic workman is iiTcsponsible. Nothing 
IS shown by him how the enquiry which was licld against 
him can be stated to be against principles oi natural justice. 

It is to be said tha' the enquiry is as per ti.e ink's. 

11. The woikraan placed reliance on rule 201-1 heavily. 

It reads as under ; 

1. No Railway Servant shall be grained leave ot any 

kinci for a continuous period exceeding Jive years. 

2. Where a Railway Servant doc.s not resume duty 

alter remaining on leave for a continuous of 
live years or where a Railway servant alter the 
expiry of his leave remains absent from duty, 
otherwi.se than on foreign service or no account of 
.suspension, for any period whicn together with the 
period of leave gj'anted to him exceeds five years 
he shall, unless the president, in view of the excep¬ 
tional circumstances of the case, oflierwise dettr- 
raines, be deemed to have resigned and shall 
nccoi'dingly cease to be in Railway Service. 

After going tlnough the rule it cannot be .said that the 
Railway Scivant cannot be removed from services unless he 
remains absent from duty for a continuous period of five 
years. Tlic reprcsentaiioii which is made bv ihe uoikman 
on that rule is absolutely incorrect. What tln.s rule suggests 
regarding unsanctit'ning of leave for a contiiiuoiis period 
exceeding live years, ft provides sanction of leave for 
more than five years in exceptional circumstances only b> 
the President of India. 1 here is no evidence for coming 
to the conclusion that the enquiry which was held aealnst 
the workman is against the principles oi ntduuil Justice, 
llic workman had not lead any evidence except production 
of documents which was denied to have received by the 
management referring to his foreign addre.ss. Under such 
circumstances, the action of the mauageuieiit for removal 
of the vv'orkmnn is justified, I return niy findings on the 
points accordingly and pass the following order: 

ORDER 

1. The .action of the management jf .Soufli Central 

Railway through the General Manager, South 
Central Railway. Secundennbad, Andhra Pradesh 
in termiiwting the servies of Shri Edwin Gome.s, 
Asstt, .Station Mas'er, Sanvord^m Railway Station 
w'.e.f. 10-6-1982 is justified, 

2, No order as to costs, 

Dated : 16-3-1995 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Ollicjr 
B"! 1 0 1 9 9 S 
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New Delhi, the 10th April, 1995 

S.O. 1258.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 19-^7 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Cen¬ 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, I, Bombay as 


9 lb, 19 17 

shown in Ihe Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of 
Unit Trust of India and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 7-4-95. 

[No. L-120l213I819l-IR(B-U)] 
V. K. SHARMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TOIBUNAL NO. I, BOMBAY 

Present ; 

Shri Justice R. 0. Sindhakar, Presiding Officer. 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-21 OF 1992 

Employers in relation to the management of Unit 
Trust of India 

AND 

Their Workmen 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-24 OF 1992 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Unit Trust of India 

AND 

Their Workmen 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2S OF 1992 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Unit Trust of India 

AND 

Their Workmen 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-26 OF 1992 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Unit Trust of India 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Appearances : 

For the Management : Shri D. D. Naik, Advo 
cato. 

For the Workmen ; Shri G. B. Chavan, Advo¬ 
cate, 

INDUSTRY : Unit Trust STATE : Maharashtfa 
Bombay, dated the 29th day of March, 1995 
AWARD 

All these references are pending for adjudication 
before this Tribunal. 

2. Government of India by letter dated 27-3-1992 
referred dispute mentioned in the schedules for ad¬ 
judication under' Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. Parties have ffied their statements of 
claim and written statement. 

3. However today the Lcmned Advocates appear¬ 
ing on either side and the concerned workmen and 
R B. Vijayragliavau Manager on behalf of Unit Trust 
of India appeared and submitted that they have ar¬ 
rived at a settlement and that there is no need for 
adjudication. The workmen concerned have also ad- 
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mittcd before me’ that the settlement has been reached 
and it was acceptable to them. In view of this posi¬ 
tion I think it is uo( necessary to proceed further in 
the matter and smce the payment has been already 
made by the Unit 'Dust of India to the concerned 
workmen and which fact has been admitted before 
me no further ordus arc necessary. No dispute 
Award, Disposed of. 

R. G, SlNDHAKAR, Presiding Officer 

tC’ f^-T: l')U5 
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New Delhi, the 10th April, 1995 

S.O. 1259.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the avs’ard of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, I Bombay 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the' employers in relation to th; management 
of Bank of India and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 7-4-95. 

[No. L-12012i348i93-lR(B-n)] 
V, K, SHARMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO, 1, BOMBAY 

Present : 

Shri Justice R. G. Sindhakar, Presiding Officer. 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-21 OF 1994 
Parties ; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bank of India, Nerul 

AND 

Theif Workmen 

Appearances ; 

For the Munagcmenl : Mr, Kerkur. 

For the Workman ; Shri Subl'.ash Naik Gorge. 
INDUSTRY ; Banking STATE : Goa 

Goa, the 23rd day of March, 1995 
AWARD 

G'ovcmmfent of India Ministry ol Labour lias by 
letter dt. 11th of March, 1994 referred for adjudi¬ 


cation under section 10(1 )(d) read with 2A of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 dispute mentioned in 
the schedule below. 

SCHEDULE 

'•Whether the action of the management of Bank 
of India, Ncrul in dismissing Shri Pradeep 
Krishna Sawant, Staff Subordinate Sepoy 
ITomi service with effect from 29-8-1992 is 
justified ? If not, to what relief, is the said 
workman entitled to ?’’ 

2. Statement of claim and written statement here¬ 
to have been filed. 

3. Undispuiefi position is that the delinquent 
workman, bhri Savant come to be appointed on the 
establishment of Bank of India as a sub-staff in May 
1981. On 28th of June he was served with a charge- 
sheet alleging that he misappropriated the money en¬ 
trusted to him by a customer of the Bank, made false 
entries in thci pass book of the customer and also 
took Rs. 20001- from the joint S. B. Account No. 
1362 of Smt. D’Mello 'for making fixed deposit rece¬ 
ipt jmd when, she stated making inquiries about the 
fixed deposit receipt he redeposited the said amount 
in her account on 10th of June, 1991. 

4. On the same day inquiry was directed Inquiry 
Officer was appointed and the’ delinquent employee 
was asked to present himscif before the Inquiry Offi¬ 
cer. Hie was informed that he was at liberty to sub¬ 
mit an explanation in writing in answer lo the charge’s 
levelled against him and mentioned in the charge- 
sheet, produce witnesses and otbir documentary evi¬ 
dence in his defence cross-examine any witness and 
other documentary e’videnoj produced in support of 
charges and also permitted to bring with him for his 
defence a representative of the registered Trade 
Union of Bank e'mployees of which he was a mem¬ 
ber on the date fiTst informed for the commence¬ 
ment of the inquiry. He was also told that if he 
wa.s not a member of any trade Union of the Bank 
employee's a representative of the Registered Trade 
Union of employees of the Bank in which he was 
employed was permitted. 

5. The proceedings were held by the inquiry 
Officer and Annexure ‘D’ .shows that delinquent' 
employee appeared before the Officer and he was 
iirfonned by the inquiry officer about his appointment 
by the disciplinary authority. He was also informed 
about the upiT>inlment of Mr. Sangamkar as a Pre- 
scnling Officer. 

6. Shri Sangamkar presented a copy of the charge- 
sheet served on the Shri Savant the delinquent em¬ 
ployee and the chargeshcot was read over. The de¬ 
linquent employee had confirmed that he had under- 
siood the chargesheci and thiit he had received the 
copy of tire same translated in a vernacular language. 

7. Thereafter he was asked whelhcr he admitted the 
charges mentioned in the chargcshect and whether 
he had broughi any defence representative. Mr. 
Savant the delinquent iufonned that Shri Ulagi Presi¬ 
dent of the S'all Onion of whk'ii be was a mrmher to 
act as a defence representative. 
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8 . When once again asked whether he admitted 
all the charges listed in the said charges Shri Savant 
stated that he admitted all th; charges mentioned in 
the ehargcshect dt. 20-6-92 voluntarily and pleaded 
guilty. 

9. The presenting Offieer thereafter presented cer¬ 
tain documents in original alongwith a list and list of 
witnesses also. They were taken on record and copies 
supplied lo Ills de]inc|uent employee. A furthsr state¬ 
ment was recorded and therefrom it is seen that he 
has admitted the allegations and all that he did was 
to plead for mercy on the yround urged by him. Ho 
made it clear to the inquiry officer that he had been 
in financial difficulties and therefore committed the 
mistake which he very much 'regretted. He added 
that he was confirming all the charges voluntarily 
and unconditioijiS^y with his free will and without 
any promise of favour. He pleaded for a fresh lease 
of life to enable him to rehabilitate himself and 
support his family assuring that he will not comit 
such mistake. He signed alongwith his representative 
oil the proceedings and so did the presenting Officer 
and the inquiry Officer. 

10. Thereafcr he was given a show cause notice 
on 6th of August 1992 calling upon him to show cause 
why penalty of dismissal from Bank’s service without 
notice he not imposed upon him for having com¬ 
mitted a major misconduct contemplated by clause 
19.5 (j) of the Bipartitle Scitloment dt. 19-10-1966 
a personal hearing was given to him and thereafter 
the disciplinary authority concurring with the findings 
of the inquiry Officer imposed the proposed penalty. 
An appeal against this order did not succeed and 
therefore inaljer was taken up in conciliation resulting 
in present order of reference for adiuclication. I have 
heard Mr. Naik President of the Goa Bank Employees 
Association and Mr. Kerkar on behalf of the Bank. 

11. Mr. Naik has raised 3 points for consideration. 
His first submission is that there has been a violation 
of the provisions of the Bipartite Agreement of 1966. 
Relevant provision pointed out is 19.12 in chapter 
fxix). His submission is that this is a case of a dis¬ 
missal and inquiry could nor have been dispensed 
with, as has bcc-n done by the management and the 
inquiry Offieer. In such a case he referred to clause 
(e) 19.12 which categorises the cases in which in¬ 
quiry need not be held. According to him once the 
management intended to award a punishment of dis¬ 
charge or dismissal it was obligatory upon the mana¬ 
gement to hold an inquiry and his argument 
that inquiry means recording of evidence subjecting 
them to cross-extmination and thereafter recording 
findings for or against the delinquent. He says that 
a voluntary admission of the relinquent employee 
even in such a case could not dispense with this type 
of inquiry. T am unable to accept this .submission 
made on behalf of the delinquent workman. I have 
already narrated the events that took place from the 
submissions of the charge-sheet till the order of dis¬ 
missal passed and confirmed in appeal. It is not 
necessary to repeat all that over again. Suffice it to 
sav that if the delinauent employee admits the alie¬ 
nations made in (he chargesheet and if it is found that 
there is no need for recording evidence then it is 
not necessary nor obligatory upon the inquiry officer 


to Tccoid tl|it evidence, Tu my view that would be 
an exercise in futility. 

12 . What is in fact contemplated by clause (e) 
i.s dispensing with the inquiry itself and Mr. Kerkar 
ou behalf of the Bank submitted that he was not 
relying upon that clause for submitting that that 
justified dispensing with the inquiry. He says that an 
inquiry was necessary, inquiiy was held and based on 
the report of the inquiry officer penalty has been im¬ 
posed. According to bim therefore the order of dis- 
mi.ssal is preceded by an inquiry and there is no vio¬ 
lation whatsoever of the provisions of Bipartite 
Settlement clause 19.12. T find that there is consi¬ 
derable force in this aspect of the argument advanced 
on behalf of the Bank. On reading 19.12 (a) I find 
that when an employee against whom disciph'nary ac¬ 
tion is proposed or likely to be taken the employee 
.shall be given a chargesheet clearly stating forth the 
circumstances against him and that the management 
has done and Mr. Naik fairly submitted that he had 
no grievance about that. Then a date has to be fixed 
for the inquiry and sufficient time has to be given 
to the delinquent employee to prepare himself and 
give his explanation and also to produce evidence that 
he may wish to tender in his defence. That has been 
done and .such notice has been given to him. Then he 
has to be permitted to appear before the inquiry 
officer to cross-exmine witnc.sses on whose evidence 
the charge rests and to examine wilncses and produce 
other evidence in his defence. If the occasion had 
arisen I am sure he would have been permitted to do 
that but because of his admission and plea which 
was acceptable as it was voluntary this contigency did 
not rise. He was also permitted to be represented by 
a representative and that opportunity he availed of 
bv apDointing Mr. Utagi as a defence representative. 
He has to be given a hearing before the proposed 
punishment is imposed in case the chnrcrcs were estab¬ 
lished. That has also been done by the disciplinary 
authority and be was supplied with a copy of the re(- 
jxirt of lhe inqirrv officer. .Mter giving him an oppor- 
tunitv of personal hearing during the course of which 
he made oral as well as written submission the mana- 
cement namely the disciplinary authority imposed 
the penalty. Tn my view this is a type of inquiry that 
is contemplated that should have been held and that 
has been held. In view of the fact that there was an 
admission, there was a plea of the delinquent employee 
there was no need for examination of any witness or 
producing anv documents lo prove the charges 
levelled against him. What is required lo be proved 
is what is not admitted. In a domestic inquiry this 
is in my view all that is expected. All that is necessary 
is that that inquiry must be fair, in accordance with 
the princinles of natural iustice rules in the form 
of Bipartitle Settlements and I must say without hesi¬ 
tation that this has been all complied with. In my 
view therefore the first point what has been raised on 
behalf of delinquent by Mr. Naik doe.*^ not appeal to 
me. 

13. He then submits that the past record has not 
b“en considered. According to him this was the first 
chareesheet supplied to him during the course of his 
‘^ervicc of over 10 vears. Therefore this was a lapse 
on the part the management. There are 3 aspects 
which have to be taken note of by the disciplinary 
authoritv and one is gravity of the charge levelled 
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against liiin. If that charge is grave enough then pro¬ 
bably aggravating factors are not required to be 
looked into. I would also say thar if the chrage is 
grave enough to warrant a penalty of dismissal by 
itself extenuating circumstances would relegate to 
the backgi'ound. 

14. He then submitted that the penalty imposed is 
harsh and also relied upon a decision of the Supreme 
Court reported in 1982 (I) LLJ Page 472 in the case] 
between Ramakant Mishra and the State of U.P. and 
others. That is a case in which Supreme Court exa¬ 
mined the width of power of the Tribunal under sec¬ 
tion 11A newly introduced. It is not disputed that 
this Tribunal has the power to scale down the penalty 
found to be harsh aud unjustitied. The point is not 
about the existence of a power but about the exercise 
of the power in a given case. On behalf of the manage¬ 
ment it was submitted that this certainly was not a 
fit case wherein the penalty imposed could be reduced 
and diluted. Submission made is that the confidence 
reposed in this delinquent employee both by the 
friend and by the Bank has been abused. He did not 
stop short of misappropriating, though temporarily, 
the funds. He made iterations in the Bank pass book 
and that was a fjiT more serioics charge coupled with 
the charge of misappropriation. It is tme that Mr. 
Naik on behalf of the workman urged that he should 
be given a chance to improve himself and be not 
deprived of his only source of income of earning 
bread for family depending upon him. He also sub¬ 
mitted that in a similar case Labour Court No. 2, 
Presiding Officer of Industrial Tribunal No. 2 
Bombay reduced the penalty and substituted it by 
reinstatement without backwagos. I wish I could 
share the views of my learned brother on the point. 
However I am of the view that the punishment that 
is to be imposed for a major misconduct like this 
shcAild only be proportionate to the gravity of the 
charges and in this case the charge is grave enough. 
It should also act as deterrent for others similarly 
placed and I still feel that it would be a case of mis¬ 
placed sympathy if at the end of all this exercise an em¬ 
ployee gels away with a feeling that all that happens 
even after he was proved to be guilty of a major mis¬ 
conduct was loss of wages for the intervenuing period. 
Mr. Naik did his best to convince me that not only loss 
of wages but be may be imposed all other penalties 
that are contemplated by the Bipartitle Agreement. 

I regret my inability to accept this submission also. 
However before parting with the case I must mention 
that Mr. Naik has been fair in making his submissions 
and I also had an equally fair assistance from Mr. 
Kcrkar on behalf of the Bank. In the end I find that 
the action of the management is justified and that 
the workman is not entitled to any relief. 

Award accordingly. 

R. G. S1ND1L\KAR, Presiding Officer 

^ 10 1995 

Tr.3rT.1260.—!TfElfiFPT, 19 17 
(1947 ^1 14) qjf arrr 1 7 ^5f, 
t'T srtr T T 3T> 

STThT ir fbfe' aiWTfh’®F 
it, STfilTTir- 1 


New DeUii, the 10th April, 1995 

S.O. 1260,-—^In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 04 of 1947), the 
Oentral Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-I, Bombay 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation '’o the management 
of Bank of Maharashtra and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on 7-4-95. 

[No. L-12011|74I89-D II A|IR(B-II),1 
V. K, SHARMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO, I, BOMBAY 

PRESENT; 

Shri Justice R. G. Sindhakaf, Presiding Officer. 
Reference No. OGIT-40 of 1990 

PARTIRS: 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank 
of Maharashtra. 

AND 

Their Workmca, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management.—iShri Nayak. Officer, 

For the Workmen.—No appearance. 

INDUSTRY ; Banking STATE : Maharashtra 

Bombay, the' 27th March, 1995 
AWARD 

Government of India, Ministry of Labour has re¬ 
ferred dispute mentioned in the schedule below for 
adjudication under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank 
of Maharashtra in relation to its Tilak Road 
Branch in not making the payment of over¬ 
time wages to 14 workmen whose list is 
enclosed as Annexure ‘A’ alongwith the 
hours of overtime; worked for the period 
from 1-5-1988 to 31-12-1988 in the Tilak 
Road Branch, Pune is justified? If not, to 
what reliief the workmen arc entitled for?” 

2. Statement of claim has been filed on behalf of 
the Bank of Maharashtra Karmachari S'angh by its 
General Secretary. The contientiou of the Sangh is that 
the employees mentioned in the list annexed to the 
reference have put in overtime work and though en¬ 
titled to overtime wages have not been paid overtime 
wages. Demand made was not acceded to and that 
has led to this reference. 
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3. According to Sangh the hours of work for sub¬ 
ordinate staff and for clerical staff have been ftxed by 
the Bipartite Settlement and overtime payment has 
been also prescribed by the said Settlement if the staff 
worked beyond the hours fixed. It is its case that for 
the period 1-5-1988 to 31-12-1988 the staff doing 
the overtime work marked in the Register maintained 
at Tiiak Road Branch in Form-J prsscribed under 
the Maharashtra Shops and Establishment Act As 
per the practice prevailing they have to be paid over¬ 
time wages on or before the 7th of the succeeding 
calendar month and not only that they were not so 
paid on or before the 7th of the succeeding month 
but never paid. 

4. The claim is resisted by the management of the 
Barik by raising several contentions. In the first 
instance, the fact that they put in overtime work as 
alleged is denied. It is further denied that it is neces¬ 
sary for claiming overtime wages that the management 
should have asked then to do overtime work. If they 
are not required to do overtime work then they 
arc not entitled io overtime wages only on the ground 
that they were in the office beyond the scheduled hours 
of work. They are keeping quiet when they were not 
paid by the due dates in the succeeding months is 
indicative of the fact, contends the mauagement, that 
they knew that they were not entitled, It is also 
contended that they have not filled in the Overtime 
Card and sanction has not been obtained as required. 
Reliance is placed also by the management on the 
Bipartite Settlement to substantiate their contentions. 
It is denied that Shops and Establishment Act applied 
and even if it applied it contends there arc exemption.? 
provided, It i.s further contended that they are not 
entitled to any overtime wages because they have not 
established that they were asked to do overtime work 
and also not established that they have nut in overtime 
work. 

5. Rejoinder has been filed by the Sangh repudiating 
the averments made in the written statement. 

6 . Written arguments have been submitted on behalf 
of the management. Unfortunately there was no 
appearance on behalf of the Sangli, on both datc-s 
namely, 29-7-1994 and 26-9-1994 when the matter 
was posted for hearing, 

7. The point is whether they are entitled to over¬ 
time wages on the basis of overtime work put in by 
them. Management’s case is that they have not shown 
that they have put in overtime work. Besides, it is the 
management’s contention that what is necessary is that 
they should have been asked to do oveitime work 
and if it is not shown that they have been asked to 
do they would not be entitled to any overtime wages. 
It is argued that there is no material to show that 
they have been asked to do overtime work. In this 
connection referened^ has been made to Bipartite 
Settlement which is cibviouslv binding on the parties. 
The relevant danse of the Bipartite Settlement is 14.6 
which says that the Bank can require a workman, 
without his consent, to work beyond the aforesaid 
hours of work prescribed for him (called overtime 
work for the purposes of this Settlement’). It is further 
subject to the maximum of 175 hours in a calendar 

935 GI/95—5. 


year. ITien Clause 14.10 provides that for the first 
onjC-quarter of an hour of overtime work on any 
working day, thdre shall be no payment for the 
workmen other than members of the subordinate staff. 
It then states that if the overtime work extends be¬ 
yond the cushioning period overtime payment shall 
be made for the whole period of overtime work iri- 
cluding the cushioning period. On the basis of this 
provision, submission on behalf of the managemwit 
made is that it is this clause that entitles the workmen 
overtime payment and re'ad with Clause 14.6 it will 
be obvious that it is necessary that the Bank should 
‘require’ the workman to work beyond the aforesaid 
hours of the work prescribed for him and it is such 
period which is called overtime work for the purpose 
of the Settlement which in turn provides hy Clause 
14,10 overtime payment. If is for this purpose, the 
Bank contends, that the employees had to fill in Over¬ 
time Card which provided for the signature of the 
Departmental Incliarge and also provided for necessary 
column mentioning overtime hours slab and overtime 
payment calculations. They have produced xerox 
copies of Kuch Cards alongwith the list dated 
21-5-1993, It has to be noted that this practice of 
non-filling the Overtime Cards by some employees 
was not approved by the Branch Manager of filak 
Road Branch by order dated Augu.sr 30, 1989. It is 
seen from letter dared 20th July, 1988 that the Unit 
Secretary of the Sangh does not make out a case that 
these employees at Tiiak Road Branch were required 
by the management to sit late Lcyond the normal 
working Iiours.. It say.s in the first para that due to 
administrative and business exigencies employees are 
required to sit late beyond their normal working hours. 
If is. therefore, clear that even the Sangh does not 
make out a case that they were directed by the 
management to sit late beyond scheduled hours. 


8 . The grievance of the' Sangh i,s that it is not 
necessary to fill in the Overtime Card and payment of 
overtime wages cannot be made dependant upon that. 
It is submitted that the Bank maintains Register in 
Form-J and that mentions the hours of work ahd from 
that overtime put in could he ascertained. "What 
could be seen from those Registers is the time they 
spent in the Office. It will not show that they were 
required by the Bank to put in overtime work and 
fhat too for the reasons contemplated-. Besides, it is 
seen from the Overtime Card that the signature' of 
the Departmental Incharge is required to be obtained 
and that couffi be obtained only if he is satisfied that 
the Bank required overtime attendance. It is submitted 
on behalf of the Bank that these very 
employees who.9e causp is espoused by the 
Sangh have prior to and subsequent to this 
Dcrind for which overtime i.s claimed filled in 
such Overtime Cards and had -obtained signatures 
of the Departmental Tncharge’ in the relevant column. 
They are to he found as annexures L-1 to L-10 with 
list dated 21-6-1993. The Sangh had by letter dated 
1-9-1989 called upon the Bank to quote the relevant 
abstract of the Act, Award and Settlement applicable 
to the staff showing that overtime wages will not be 
paid unless the Overtime Cards were submitted. By 
this letter it informed the Branch Manager that the 
membefs of the Sangh are not bound by any Office 
Order. It is rather diflScuIt to accept the cont&atloo 
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of the Sangh that merely by reason of the fact that 
they continued in the OfiBce beyond the prescribed 
hours they become entitled to overtime wages. In my 
opinion, it is the requirement of the BaSt that is 
necessary. If the employees chose to sit beyond the 
Office hours as appears to be the case here and yet 
claim oveithue wages, I do not think such a demand 
could be held justified. 

9. It is the contention of the Sangh that provisions 
of Shops and Establishments Act would enable' them 
to claim overtime wages for sitting beyond scheduled 
hours of work. I do not find any such provision nor 
it has been pointed out to me. The management has 
contended that the said provisions arc not applicable 
us they have been exempted for the operation of those 
provisions. The Sangh contends that the Awards, 
Settlement and Agreements had to yield place to the 
provisions of the Act. Leaving aside this contravrsy 
I find that, that Act also docs not stjy that they would 
be' automaticaUv entitled overtime wages if they 
happen to be on the Bank premises. The Bank it has 
been slated ihould not be opened earlier than 7.30 
a.m. and closed later than 9.00 p.m. If then states 
that “No employee should be required or allowed to 
work for more than 4 hours before he has had rest 
interval of at least half-an-hour”. It therefore, specks 
of an employee being required or allowed to work. 
It then specks about the weekly holiday and about 
female employees. It then specks about the Registers 
about records maintained by the Bank immediately 
before this exception and directs that they should be 
properly maintained by the Banks in respect of aU 
their employees. I therefore, do not see how Sangh 
can on the basis of provisions of this Act contend 
that they are entitled overtime wages merely because 
they worked beyond the prescribed hours. The rele¬ 
vant provision has to be found under section 63 which 
specks of wage's for overtime work It says “where 
an employee in any establishment to which this Act 
applies is required to work in excess of the limit of 
hours of work, he shall be entitled, in rekpecl of the 
overtime work, wages at the rate of twice his ordinary 
rate of wages.” Therefore, this provision also speaks 
of a case wheke he is ‘required’ to work in excess of 
the limit of hours of work. Obviously the management 
must require him to work and then the limits are 
prescribed by the schedule. 

10. Considered in the light of these provisions, I 
find that the employees would not be entitled to any 
overtime wages unless it is shown that they were re¬ 
quired to put in overtime. This requirement is to be 
found by the management. Management has produced 
Registers and onie of them Is a Time Muster maintain- 
ed at Tilak Road Branch for the period 1-5-1983 to 
31-12-1988. That is filled in by employees. This again 
dnes not show that they were required by the manage- 
m^ent to do overtime work. It has to be noted that 
the overtime wages were payable on or before 7th 
of the succeeding months. Though they were not 
paid overtime wages for a neriod of 6 months they 
made a claim for overtime wages by letter dated 2pth 
July, 1988 mentioned that Time Muster is being 
maintained with effect from 1-5-1988. The manage¬ 
ment submits that it is because they were aware that 
they were not entitled to ovcirtime wages that they 
did not ask for the same. T am not, however, attach¬ 
ing much importance to this submission. In fact, in 


April, a letter has been addressed by Unit Secretary 
to the Branch Manager about maintenance of Time 
Register. Two other letters are produced in which 
the employees stated that they have put in overtime 
work and there was no Time Register and therefore, 
they were informing by letters. They are dated 
19-4-1988 and 27-4-1988. However, I have stated 
above that it is not for the employees to claim over¬ 
time wages unless it is shown that the management 
required ihem to put in overtime work, it is a part 
of the argument of the management that the em¬ 
ployees may choose to while away 'their time and 
chose to do that work they were expected to do 
during the scheduled working hours late and claim 
benefits of overtime wages. This is, according to the 
management impermissible. An order issued in this 
behalf is produced on record. There General Manager 
invited the attention of the staff to this practice of 
taking overtime wages without there being any justi¬ 
fication for the same. That is Exh M-2 dated 31st 
December 1976, it says that overtime will not result 
without the express permission of the Agent jOfficer- 
in—ChargejDepartinental Heads. Exh. M-1 dated 27th 
October 1972 also deals with the entries in Overtime 
Cards being made in support of tl e claim for that 
time. Once again in 1989 by Office Order need for 
filling up Overtime Cards for claiming overtime wages 
was insistetd upon. I therefore, find that the action of 
the management in not making payment of Overtime 
wages cannot be said to be unjustified and the work¬ 
men are not entitled to any relief. 

Award accordingly. 

R. G. SINDHAKAR, Presiding Officer 

18 trm, 1995 
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New Delhi, the 18th April, 1995 

S.O. 1261.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Centra] Government hereby publislUs the award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad as shown in the 
Annexure in the Tndushial Dispute between the em¬ 
ployers in relation tothe management of Oriental 
Insurance Co. Ltd. and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 10-4-95. 

[No. L-17012|16l92-IR(B-n)] 

V. K. SHARMA, Desk Officer 
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annexure 


ANNBtolE 


BEFORE SHRI H. D. PANDYA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL) 
AT AHMED.^BAD 

Reference (ITC) No. 17 of 1992. 

ADJUDICATION 

BETWEEN ; 

Oriental Insurance Co. Ltd., Ahmedabad 
AND 

Tbe workmen einf4oyed under it. 

In the matter of termination of service* of Shri V.C. 
Hannad w.c.f. 31-7-1991. 

AWARD 


BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL TAMIL 
NADU, MADRAS 

Friday, the 20th day of January, 1995 
PRESENT : 

Thirn K. Ponnusamy, M.A. B.L., 

Industrial Tribunal. 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 4611991 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
Sectiem 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Aat, 
1947 between the Workman and the Management of 
Indian Oil Coloration, Madras). 

BETWEEN 


This industrial dispute between Oriental Insurance 
Co. Ltd., Ahmedabad and the workmen employed 
under it had been referred for adjudication under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 to the Industrial Tribunal consisting of Shri B. 
M. Bhatt and subsequently transferred to me by ap¬ 
propriate Government Order, 

2. This matter was adjourned from time to time 
to enable the workman to lead evidence. However, 
the workman did not remain present. Finally, the 
matter was fixed today but the workmen or either 
of them was not present when caKcd out. Hence, the 
reference is dismissed. No order as to costs. 

Ahmedabad. 

H. D. PANDYA, Presiding Officer. 
Dated, 30th March, 1995. 
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New: Dellii, l^lh April,, 1995 

S O. 1262.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Industrial Tribunal, Madras as showta in the An- 
neiure in the Industrial Dispute between the em¬ 
ployees in relation to the management of Inian Oil 
Corporation, Madras and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 10-4-91. 

^[No. L-3()012l5191-IR(MISC)lIR(Col.I)l 

BRAJ MOHAN, Deik Officer 


Shri K. Ramachanfran, 

No. IStJh Lane, Anns Na^r, 
Washermappet, 

Madras^6CK)081. 

AND 

They Ehr. General Manager (P), 

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., 

No. 139, Nungambakkam High Road, 
Southern Region, Madras-34. 


REFERENCE : 

Order No. L-30il2|5|91-IR-Misc, dated 6-8-91, 
Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

This dispute coming on this day for final disposal 
in the presence of Tniru K. M. Ramesh, Advocate 
appearing for the workman and of Tvl. T.S. Gopolafl, 
S. Ravindran and N.C. SrinivaSavaradhan, Advocates 
appearing for the Management, upon persuing 
the reference, Ctajmi and Counter statementts and 
other connected papers on record and the Counsel for 
the Management having filed a Memorandum of 
Settlement, and recording the same, this Tribanal 
passed the following : 

AWARD 

This reference has been made for adjudication of 
the following issue : 

“Whether the Managcmeht of Indian Oil Cor¬ 
poration is justified in terminating the ser¬ 
vices of Shri K. Raniachandran, Khalasl, 
with effect from 7-11-1989 on the ground 
of voluntary abahdonment, of sarvicei ? 
If not, what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled to ?” 

Memo filed. Award is passed in terms of Settiemeht, 
No costs. 

Dated, this the 20th day of January, 1995. 

ThiRU K. ponnusamy, industflal Tribuntfl 

COPY OF THE MEMO FILED ON BEHALF 
OF THE RESPONDENT 
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K. R.flmacbanclr(m FctiHcner. 

Vs. 

Indian Oil Corporalion Respondent 

MEMO FILED ON BEHALF OF THE 
RESPONDENT 

It is submitted; that 1 on 2-1-1995 both parties ca¬ 
tered into a Settlement under See. 18(1) of the I.D. 
Act. The petitioner will be reinstated as Junior 
Operator without back wages. Copy of the Settlement 
is enclosed herewith. 

’ it is therefore prayed that this Hon'blc Court may 
be pleased to dismiss the above dispute as settled 
oiit of Court. 

Dated, at Madras this the 20th day of January, 
1995. 

Sdl- 

N. C. SRINIVASAVARDHAN, 
Cotiasel for Petitioner, 

Sdl- 

Jfldustrlal 'Eribunal 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT UNDER 
SECTION 18(1) OF INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES 

ACT 

PARTY TO THE DISPUTE ; 

Shri K. Ramachandran, Khalasi, EC No. 14707, 
Lube Blending Plant. 

REPRESENTING MANAGEMENT : 

Shri R.N.J. Mathur, DGM (HR), lOCL, MDS. 
representing WORKMEN : 

L Shri R. M. jSundram, President, Jndian 
Oil Employees Union. 

2 . Shri T. S. Rangarajan, General Secretary, 
Indian Oil Employees Union. 

' 3. Shri S. Mohanraj, 

Treasurer, Indian Oil Employees LTnion. 

SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE ; 

Shrj K. Rainacliandran, Ex-khalasi, Lube Blending 
Plant had left the services of the Corporation on 
Voluntary Abandonment ground.s' on 13-10^89 under 
clause 10(1) of Certified Standing Orders. 

Shri K. Ramachandran has raised an Industrial 
Dispute under Section 2A of ID Act before the 
Asst. Labour Commissioner (C) Madras. The con¬ 
ciliation was held. As we have not accepted for re¬ 
instatement the emffioyee, the conciliation officer has 
sent the failure report to the Ministry of Labour, 
Government of Tamil Nadu. The Ministry of Labour 
has referred the matter to Industrial TKbunaL 
Madras for adjudication. Now the matter is 
pending with the Industrial Tribunal as ID 46191. 

In the meantime, Indian Oil E’nployees Union has 
represented to the Management in .wrlting^ to consider 
-tbe, Voluntary .Abandonment cases for reinstatement 
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find the employee also hsa mven a representatioQ re¬ 
questing the Appellate Authority , to consider his 
request sympathetically for reinstatement in service as 
he was in severe financial distress, 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT : 

Union and the Management had several rounds of 
discissions on the subject and have agreed to the 
following terms and conditiois . 

1. Shri Ramachandran will be reinstated as 
Junior Operator' (F) without back wages. 

2, Shri Ramachandran will be given the be¬ 
nefit of continuity of service for the purpose 
of Supefaunualion Benefit Fund as per SBF 
rules and Gratuity only and the period from 
the date of voluntarily abandoned from the 
Corporation till he resumes dutylas Jr. Ope¬ 
rator (F) will be treated as LWP. 

3. Shri Ramachandran will not claim any be¬ 
nefit or privilege by reason of continuity 
of service which is permissible only for 
gratuity and Superannuation Benefit Fund 
as per SBF rules. 

The parties pray for an award in terras of this 
settlement. 

Signed on the 2nd day of Jan, 1995 at Madras. 
REPRESENTING MANAGEMENT : 

" Sdl- 

(R. N. ]. MATHUR ) 

REPRESENTING WORMvIEN : 

Sd!- 

(S. MOHANRAJ) 

Sdj- 

(R. M. SUNDRAM) 

Sdf- 

(T.S. RANGARAJAN) 

I have read the terms of this settlement which was 
explained to me in Tamil and I understood them. I 
agree to the above settlement. 

Sdl- 

(K. RAMACHANDRAN) 

.WITNESSES. 

(1) Sd'- (lUcfible) 

Sdl- 

IndiratriaF Tribunal 
(Tamil Nadu) 

Madras 
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New Dcllii, the 19lh April, 1995 

S.O. 1263.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Madras as shown in the Anhexurc 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employees in 
relation to the management of Indian Oil Corpration. 
-Madras and their workmen, which was received by 
■the Central Government on 10-4-95. 

[No. L-30012l9l92-IR(Misc.)|rR(CQal-I)) 

BRAJ MOHAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 
TAMIL NADU MADRAS 

Thursday, the 19th day of January, 1995 

PRESENT ; 

THIRD K. PONNUSAMV, M.A.B.L,, 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

Industrial Dispute No. 8211993 

(lu the matter of the dispute for adjudicatio.i under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 between the Workmen and the Management of 
Indian Oil Corporation, Madras). 

BETWEEN 

Sh. P. Vadivclu, 

No, 1, Ganeshpuram^ 11 SttreL 
Teynampet, 

Madras-600018. 

AND 

The General Manageir, 

I.O.C. Ltd., ‘Indian Oil Bhavhn*, 
Nungambakkam, High Road 
Madras-34 

REFERENCE; 

Order No. L-30012!9i92-lR(Misc.), dated 16-8-93, 
Miniitiy tf i.ahour. Government of India, New Delhi. 
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This dispute coming on this day for final disposal 
in the preseno; of Tvl. K. M. Ramesh, and Midlmel 
Amalraj, Advocates appearing for the workman, and 
of Tvl. T. S. Gopalan, and N, C. Sriniv^avara- 
dhaj. Advocates appearing for the Management updii 
perusing the reference claim and Counter statements 
and all other material paj^rs on record, and (he 
Counsel for Management having filed a Memorandum 
of Settlement, and recording the .same, this Tribunal 
passed the following. 

AWARD 

This reference ha.s been made for adjudication of 
die followi.ig issue ; 

“Whether the Management of Indian Oil Cor¬ 
poration, Madras is justified in terminating 
the services of Sh. P. Vadivclu, Sr, Watch¬ 
man with effect frqm' 12-10-1989 ? If not. 
to what relief is the concerned workrnnn 
CJltilcd ?’’ 

Memo of Settlement filed. Award is passed in terms 
of settlement. N* costs. 

Dated, this the 19tt day of January, 1995 
THIRU K. PONNUSAMY, Industrial Tribtmal 
COPY OF MEMO FILED BY THE RESPONDENT 
F. Vadivclu —Pcfitionci 

-Vs- 

Indian Oil Corporation —^Respondent. 

MEMO FILED BY THE RESPONDENt 

It is submitted that both partias entered into a set¬ 
tlement under Section 18(1) of the LD. Act on 
2-1-1995. Based on the above settlement the peti¬ 
tioner was reinstated as Security Guard without back 
w'ages, with contiauify of service, A copy of the Set¬ 
tlement is enclosed herwith. 

It is therefore prayed that tliis Hon'ble Court may 
be pleased to dismiss the above dispute as Settled out 
of Court. 

Dated, at Madras this thd 19th day. of January, 
1995. 

Sd!- 

N. C. SRINIVASAVARADHAN. Counsel for 

Petitiotlcr.; r 

COPY OF MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
UNDER SECTION 18(1) OF INDUSTRIAL 
DISPUTES ACT 

Party to the Dispute Shfi P. Vadivelu, Watchtiiaii, 

ECNo.iaOl.S.RO. 

RepresentiiiB Monaeement Shri R.N.J. Mathur, DGM 
. (HR), lOCL, Madras 

Representine \V*rkmen 1, Shri R.M. Sundarain, 

lYesidcnt, Indian Oil Employees 
Union 

2. Shri T,S. Ranaarajan, 

General Secretary, 

Indian Oil Employees Union, 

3. .Sliri S. Molianiaj. 
Triasirfef.’IniliiiVOil l iriployfss 

LViinn, 
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Short Recital o( the Case : 

Shri P. Vadivelu, Ex. Watchmaa, RO had volun¬ 
tarily abandoned the services of the Corporation 
w.c.f. 23-5-89 under Clause 10(1) of Certffied Stand¬ 
ing Orders. 

Shri P. Vadivelu, has raised an Industrial Dispute 
before the Asst. 'Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Madras and the Conciliation faUad. Ass'. Labout 
Commissioner (Central) hai sent the( Failure Report 
to the Ministry of Labour, ^ow the dispute is pend¬ 
ing before the Industrial Tribunal, Madras as I. D. 
No. 82193. 

In the meanwhile, Indian oil Employee Union has 
represented to the Management in writing to consider 
the Voluntary Abandonment Cases for reinstatement 
and the employee also, has mven a representation re¬ 
questing the Appellate Authority to consider his re¬ 
quest sympathetically for reinstatement in service con¬ 
sidering his long association with the Corporation for 
19 years and this being the first fime he has volun¬ 
tarily abondoned the services of- the Corporation, 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENl : 

Union and the Management had scrveral rounds ot 
discussions on the subject and have agred to the fol¬ 
lowing terms and conditions : 

1, Shri P. Vadivelu will be reinstated as Secu¬ 
rity Gua;^ without back wages. 

2, P. Vadivelu will be givijii the benefit of 
co.itinuity of service for the purpose of 
Oraliiity, and Superannuation Benefit Fund 
as per SBC from the Corporation’s Rules 
only and the period from the date of volun¬ 
tary abandonment till he resumes duty as 
Security Guard will be treated as LWP. 

3, Shri P. Vadivelu will not claim a.iy benefit 
or privilege by reason of continuity of ser¬ 
vice which is permissible only for Gratuity 
and Superannuation Benefit Fund as per 
SBF Rules. 

The Parties pray for an award in tarms of this Settle¬ 
ment. 

Signed oit the 2ad day of Jan. 1995 at Madras. 

REPRESENTING MANAGEMENT 
Sd|- R. N. J...Mathur. 

SdJ-(S. Mohanraj) 


ipT. art. 1264 .—ttfhfwr, 

1947 ( 1947 TT 14) ^ WRT 17 % Jt, 

rpTEP: (?r, -I), % 

^ sr-^urff ^TPTft ^ tp^TTp; 

7/4/95 ’U HTO jtn «Tr I 

*[6fwn-mT-20o 12/329/99 —vni WTt; ('m-l] 


New Delhi, the 19th April, 1995 

S.O. 1264.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Oentral Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 
I), Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the in¬ 
dustrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Sendra Bansjora Colliery of 
M|s. BCCL and their workmen, which was received 
by the Central Government on 7-4-95. 

[No. l^200121329I89-IR(Coal-I)] 
BRAJ MOHAN, Desk OflBccL 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 
In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) 
(2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 92 of 1990 

PARTIES : 

Employers In relation to the management of 
Sendra Bansjora Colliery of M|s. B.C.C. 
Ltd. 


AND 


Thieir Workmen. 


REPRESENTING WORKMEN 

Sdl- R. M. Sundaram. 
Sdl- T. S. Rangarajan. 

I have rcadjthe terms of this settlement which was 
explained to me in Tamil and I understood them. I 
agree to the above settlement, 

Sdl- P. Vadivelu, 


PRESENT : 

Shri P. K. Singh, Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers ; Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : Shri D. Mukherjet, Secre¬ 
tary, Bihar CoUicry Kamgat Union. 
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STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal, 

Dated, ther 29th March, 1995 
AWARD 

By Order No. L~20012!3291-I.R.(Coal-I) dated, 
(he 18th April, 1990, the Gentral Govefmnent in 
the Ministry of Labour has, in cXicrcise of Ihc 
powers conferred by clause W) of sub-section (1) 
and sub-section (2-A) of Section 10 6f the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the fo]lowin£ dis¬ 
pute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

“Whdhier the action of the management of 
Sendra Bansjofa Colliery* under Sijua Area 
of Mis. BOCL in dismissing S'hri Basanta 
Bhuinya, S.F. Helper under dismissal letter 
dated 10-8-1988 is justified? If not, what 
relief the Workman is entitled?” 

2. The Sfponsoring Union in its written statement 
has submitted that the workman had absented fjom 
duty on account of some mishap in his family but 
the local Union had informed the rhanagement 
about such mishap and had requested to grant leave 
b the conedmed workman till he recovered from 
the shock and mental agany*. After ward when the 
workman repored for duty he was not allowed to 
resume duty. Later a chargd-sheet dated 20-3-87 
was issued for the alleged misconduct of the work-, 
men in absenting without authorisation. The work-, 
man denied the charge and explained the reasons 
for his absence. Even after that the management 
dismissed the workman from service though the? 
domestic enquiry was held in violation of the princi¬ 
pal of natural justaice. 

3. It has also been averred that the Union repre¬ 
sented the case to the management against his dis¬ 
missal but the management did not relent. Ulti¬ 
mately the industrial dispute so raised was referred 
to this Tribunal for adjudication. A prayer has been 
made to order reinstatement of the workman with 
full back wages. 

4. The management in its written statement has 
submitted that the workman, Basanta Bhuinya, 

S. F. Helper at Sendra Bansjora Colliery was on 
casual leave from 10-5-83 to 13-5-83. On 14-5-83 
he took slip for joining the duty but did no join and 
absented the!reafter continuously* without authorisa¬ 
tion. Ultimately chargeshect dated 20|21-3-97 was 
i.ssucd against him for the aforesaid misconduct. 
The workman in his reply admitted his guilt but 
look the defence that he had left the colliery on 
14-5-8'3 on receipt of information of sudden death 
of his mother at home. He also explained thereafter 
that his wife also expired hence he had remained 
absent for unavoidable reasons. 

5. Not finding the explanation to be satisfactory, 
the management ordered for a domestic enquiry 
which was held, claims the management, properly 
arid fairly in which the Enquiry Officer found, that 
the charge of misconduct had been proved. There¬ 
after the management dismissed the workman from 


service. It has been argued that whatever sorraw or 
mental agony the workmen had could not have 
lasted for four - years altogether. Prayer has been 
made to uphold the action of the management, 

6. It may be mentioned that it would appear ffom 
order dated 16-12-91, under the signature of my* 
learned predecessor, that propriety and fairness of 
the domestic inquiry was taken up as preliminary 
issue but in course of argument on that point the 
authorised representative of the sponsoring Union 
conded that the domestic enquiry was fair and 
proper. The learned predecessor also held ihe same. 
This way this matter has bcefn beard on the basis 
of materials on the record, i.e., documents relating 
to the domestic enquiry, 

7. The points for consideration are, firstly, as to 
whether or not the management by its evidence 
before the Enquiry Officer had proved the charge 
against the concerned workman and, if so, whether 
or not punishment inflicted upon the workman could 
be held to be just and proper. 

8. Ext. M-l is the chargesheet dated -20121-3-87 
in which it was alleged that the workman had taken 
casual leave from 10-5-83 to 13-5-83 and that the 
workman appeared to attend he duty on 14-5-83, 
obtained the slip for joining duty dij not report 
for duty and a^nted himself. 

9. Ex,. M-2 is the reply of the concerned work- 
and in which b: admitted that he had come to join 
duty ori 14-5-83, but when afer obtaining the slip 
for joining he was going towards the place of duty 
he retocived news that his mother had expired. He 
rushed to his home and found the information tb 
be true*. After some days his wife also expired. Foi* 
these reasons he absented till 21-3-87. Ho also 
calimcd that earlier also twice he had replied to the 
charge. Tic* admitted his guilt that he had not given 
information to the management. He requested the 
management to allow him to re'sumo his duty. 

10. It also appears that the; concerned workman 
had attended the domestic 'enquiry. Oti behalf of 
the management, its representative Sri R. N. Panda 
was the first to give staternerit before the Enquiry 
Officer stating that since 14-5-83 the workman was 
absenting without any informaion. The manage¬ 
ment also examined Sri Lai Chand Chamar, Attend¬ 
ance Clerk as well Bhuban Lai, Leave* Clerk. Both 
supported that the workman had absented from 
14-5-83 without any information. The workman 
refused to cross-examine these two witnesses. 

11. Thereafter Basanta Bhula was allowed ti 
give his statement in which he rcitcaratcd his claim 
about receiving news of his mother’s death whiid 
he was going to join duty on 14-5-83, at which he 
rushed to his home only to find the* information to 
be correct He further stated that after a few days 
his father also expired for which he had to say at 
his home. He submitted that when htf wanted to 
join duty after sometime his wife fell seriously ill 
and did not recover despite various treatments. 
Thereafter she also expired. Because of there she 
was. entangled into family problems and could come 
to join duty only on 20-3-87. He admitted tliat he 
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did not send ijifonnalioii to tke ttaaa^Bi^eat be* 
cause he was so perplexed that h* for|pet to do so. 
He also submitted that he was a poor illiterate 
belonging to Bhuia casts and that his service was 
only source of bread for him. He apologise'd, and 
prayed for being allowed to joi* the duty. This is 
all the evidence oh the record. 

12. It wUt appear that the evidcStce •{ the maia- 

f ement as well of the worknwh given before tha 
inquiry Officer hav* gone unchallenged because no 
cross-examination was dona by* oithtr side, Ther*- 
fo'rc, it has to be assumed that the evidence given by 
aU the withessts were correct as there is nothing to 
show that those were not true. Fromi manager- 
ment's side this means that the management has 
conclusively proved, also admitted by the workmen, 
lhat he had remained absent from duty ri||ht from 
14-5-83 upto 20-3-87 on which day th# woilcfflan 
Had returned back to join his duty. It is also ad¬ 
mitted that for his long absence he workman had 
neither ^ven information ts thn management nor 
had obtained leavtf. Therefoiis it must be held that 
the managemPnt ha* been able to prove that the 
Workman was' miilty t» the mjsoonatict with which 
he was charged. 

13, Now,combing te (he paaishment, oidioarily 
the punishment for dismissal from servica on ac¬ 
count of such protracted absence withemt authorisa¬ 
tion could be deemed to be just hnd proper. But 
5n the instant cgsc I feel that taking of a human¬ 
itarian view is also’ caHtfd for under the circumst- 
anoss of the case. I already have mentioned that 
even thC statement of the .concented workman has 
gone unchaUenged. Therefore it must be taken 
that thtf management bad not disputed the facts 
emerging out of the atatemicnt of the ooncerned 
'workmtm givlwi before the E^uiry Officer. This 
means that the workman, while oraceeding to join 
bn 14-5-83 had actually received the news of ignth 
of his mother at which hb had rushed to bis home 
.and found.the same to be true. It also follows that 
after sometime his father also expired. This also 
-follows that after sometime his wife fell seriosly ill 
and efxpircd after sometime despite extensive medical 
treatment. The workman has claimed in his state¬ 
ment that such events engulfed him in family pro¬ 
blems' which resulted in the misconduct with which 
he was charged. 

14. Tt is natural that. a person suffering such three 
big losses o»e after another would not only undergo 
mental trauma but also would be faced with con- 
•nected family problems. Though it may not justify 
-a^cnce for about four years, still the loss suffered 
fby the workman within ffiis period would cajole any 
authority also to take some humanitarian and lenient 
-view at the time of awarding punishment. In such 
■circumstances the loss of seWice which, according to 
the! workman, was the only source of his. income 
would only add to the problems of the concerned 
■workman. This is why I find that though in ordinary 
.oircumatance the punishment of dismissal from ser¬ 
vice ki-fao: of such mitconduct woiild have justified 
■ the action of the menagement. but under peculiar 
•circuffl-Stance of this oa.'^ aad in view of tha losses 


^retdy suffered by the concerned workman, a 
humanitarian view laced with mercy in the punish¬ 
ment should be' taken. It is in view of this that 
I find that the workman should not be dismissed 
from service but be allowed to be reinstated, 

15. But punishment definitely is called for the 
misconduct proved against thtf workman. This 
workman, as per Ext. M-7, has been dismissed from 
service with immediate effect by an order irsued on 
10-8-88. The workmen was absenting from 14-5-83 
and had reported for The duty on 20-3-87. Defini¬ 
tely he must not have been paid wages from 1.4*5-93 
upto date, a period of about 12 years. I feel thot 
as a measure of punishment the workman on his 
reinstatement shouud not be alloWeil any back wages 
for this period. 

16. I find that such an order is called for be¬ 
cause even the management did not deem it fit to 
take any action against the concerned workrnan for 
about for long years and took the action only when 
the workman wanted to resume his dutiii, 

17. Therefora, I find that though the management 
by evidence in the domestic enqurty has proved the 
misconduct alleged against the workman in tbfl 
charge-sheet, but, taking a lenient view tmder the 
circumstances discussed above, the punishment of 
dismissal from service; should be held to be eicessivo 
and the workman be ordered to be reinstated into 
service by the management within two months of 
this award becoming enforceable. On such reinstate¬ 
ment the workman Basanta Bhuia will not be paid 
any back xvage* for that period. But if he is get 
reinstated within two months of this award becom¬ 
ing enforceable, then the managicment shall be liable 
to any him Wages of the category in .Which he was 
earlier working with effect from the date the award 
becomes enforceable. However, the order of r^ 
ihstatement would be subject to the condition that 
the workmen has not reached the age of super¬ 
annuation and is physically and mentally fit to do 
the work he was doing before his absence. 

18. The aforesaid is the awafd. 

Under the circumstance of the case there would 
be no order as to the cost. 

P. K. SINHA, Presiding Officti 
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New Delhi, the 20tli April, 1995 

S.O, 1265.—In eicrcisc of the powers co-Bfarred 
by section 31 oif the Contxact Labour (Regulation 
and Abolition) Act, 1970 (37 ol 1970, the Central 


Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 4077 datad the 15th 
December, 1979, published at peg* 3593 in the 
Gazette of India, Fart*II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) 
dated the 22nd Demnber, 1979 shall not apply to 
Capativc Limestone Mines of Mawmulh Chena 
Cement Ltd, for a period of one year from the date 
of publication of this notification in the Oflicial 
Gaaette. 


[F. No. 8-160l2i3i91-LW] 
S. K. SK^HA, Dy. Sccy. 
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